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| A 

DEFENCE 

| OF 

Some Conſiderations 
Concerning the 


TRINITY, &c. 
Againſt the 


Ozjscrions of Dr. Sherlock , 
- Dean of St. Panls. 


N a late Diſcourſe inticled, . 7he Preſent 
State of the Socinian Controverſte, &c. the 
Dean of St. Paws has thought fit to. 
fpend 4 whole Chapter upon ſome Confi- 

deritions that had been publiſhed long before 
upon the Subje of the 77inity. And I can- 
not but account it ſome kind of Honour to 
mc, that, when he lad good reaſon to be 


& weary 
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weary of his Conteſts with greater Men , he 
ſhould condeſcend to take {o much pains with 
the Confiderer : But the more honour there is 
in being Attackt, the more care and concern 
is there requir'd in Defending ; and therefore 
I hope, I:may, without juſt cenſure, be allow- 
ed to Anſwer a heavy Charge brought againſt 
me, whatever Name or Character the Perſon 
bears that brings it ; eſpecially ſince I promiſe 
to be as ſhort as I can, to put the whole Cauſe 
upon: this Iſſne, and not to trouble the World 
with any further Replies or Rejoinders. 


'Tis in the Second Chapter of his 

- Book that the Dean examines the Con- 
fiderations ; and in his firſt entrance upon 
the Work, he is pleaſed to paſs a great Com- 
plement upon the Author for his Temper and 
Civility; bur I found upon reading the whole 
Chapter through, that his Kindneſs was like 
an Embrace before drawing; only the Ceremo- 
ny was not performed with ſo much Honour 
as the Men of the Sword generally obſerve : 
For- they ſeldom uſe theſe little previous Ci- 
vilities to one another but when rhey are re- 
ſolved to Fight fair ; but I cannot fay I have 
met with all that Cizil Uſage from the Dean 
which his Complement gave me reaſon to cx- 
, and his poſitive Promiſe aflured me. of, 
Ifihad,borh his Chapter, and my Anfwer to it, 
had'bcen much ſhorter; andI ſhould haye had 
no 
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concerning the T x 1n1Tr. 3 
no occaſion to trouble my Readers with the 
following Heads; which, as the Caſe now 
ſtands, is the beſt Method I could contrive for 
their eaſe in reading, who are not {o far dif 
guſted againſt rhat tedious - way of writing, 
Anſwerers are obliged to, but' they will haye 
the curioſity to look into theſe Papers. 


; In the Firſt place then I ſhall give a. general 
Account of the Dean's Civil Uſage and Treat- 
ment of me. | i 
Secondly, I ſhall defend my (#lf from the 
Charge of Sabellianiſm. 2-30 | 
_ Thirdly, I ſhall endeayour to Vindicate the 
Deſign of the Confiderations, and ſhew what 
Grounds I had for not inſiſting upon 7radition 
and the Authoricy of the Fathers. 7 
_ Fourthly, I ſhall humbly offer ſome Reaſons 
why TI think 'the Dean's way of Managing 
the Controverſie about the 7rinity is not the 
moſt Expedient. 


_ I. And Firſt, as to Dr. Sherloth's Uſage of 
me; if it ſhall plainly appear that he does 
highly miſrepreſent me ; thar he all along finds 
faulr when there is no occaſion; and that he 
oftentimes finds faulr with me for the ſame 
things he is pleafed ro own himſelf : If he puts 
the worlt and moſt invidious Conſtruction up- 
on every thing 1 ſay, and inſinuates worſe things 
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than he is able to wreſt from my words ; If he 
picks our Paſlages to except againſt, and takes 
no 'notice of others that direaly overthrow 
his Exceptions; And laſtly, if he accuſes me 
of Ferefie, and a great many other heinous 
Matters, withoutany fqundation for his Charge 
but what's of his own laying : If, I ſay, it can 
be made very evident. that theſe things are ſo; 
it will not, I hope, be counted rudenel$ in me 
if I do not return the Complement the DoCtor 
gave me, and commend his Temper and Civil 
way of finding Fault. 

Now that the Dean has uſed the Confiderer 
in this manner, does not, I think, need any 
long proof: Whoever will be at the pains to 
read oyer the Conftderations again, I am confi- 
dent will make all thoſe Refletions upon his 
way of examining them, which I had rather 
any body elſe-ſhould make than my ſelf. 

Bur, becauſe it is not reaſonable to expe 
that others ſhould be concerned to do me 
Juſtice, when I have not that ſenſe of my be- 
ing injured as to put them in mind of it; I 
think my ſelf obliged to repreſent the Uſage 
I have met with in a few Inſtances, and then 
leave it to my Readers to examine them by 
the CharaQters before laid down. 


Peak Sears The firſt thing the Dean takes 
P- 2% occaſion to find fault with me for in 


the Corftderations, is my ſaying The uncertainty 
of 
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.of our Faith in theſe Points; which he inter- 


prets to be {poken concerning the Trinity, as 
if I had affirmed that the Chriſtian Faith con- 
cerning the Trinity which was revealed in the 
Goſpel and confirmed ty the univerſal Tradition 
of the Catholick Church for Sixteen hundred years 
was Uncertain: Whereas it is evident from the 
words immediately foregoing thoſe that he 

uotes, that the Points in which I : 
fid our Faith is Uncertain, were ©94-v+ 1. 
the ſeveral Modes and Ways of Explaining the 
common undivided Nature and Eſſence of the Tri- 
nity, and the __ Ofeces and Operations of 
each Perſon, Now, if I am not yery much 
prejudiced in. my own Cauſe, I cannot bur 
think that the Do#Zrine of the Trinity, and the 
Ways and Modes of Explaining the Trintty, are 
very 4ifferent Points ; and, if I remember right, 
the Dean has ſeveral times in his Book con- 
ſidered them as ſuch, and very juſtly made ir 
a Matter of great importance to diſtinguiſh 
carefully betwixt them. Something very like 
it I am ſure he fays in this very Paragraph, 
where he would haye me mean otherwiſe; for 
he tells us, It concerns Good men to dif inguiſh 
the Catholick Faith from the Diſputes about Eccles 


fraſtical words, and the Catholick ſenſe of them, - 


that ſo the Faith may be ſecure. How came it 
to pals then that the Dean could not diſtin» 
uiſh theſe Points in the Confiderations > This 
| believe cannot eaſily be accounted for any 
A 3 other 
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other way, than by what he lays down upon 
another occaſion, that tho* he allows himſelf to 
uſe ſuch Diſtinions as theſe, he will not at- 
low this to the Conftderer. - 

' The next reſolution the Dean took to be 

offended at me,'ſprung from a diſlike I 

P- 3? ſhew'd to thoſe who are for Receiving 
the Myſtery ef the Trinity without looking into it at 
all, and for believing whar is propoſed to them 
as an Article of Religion with an implicit Faith : 
And indeed I cannor help thinking, that what 
he objefts to me here proceeded from a reſo- 
lution of finding Matter againſt me, rather 
than from any juſt occaſion given him, as will 
eaſily appear to any one that duly coriſiders 
his Remarks. upon this Paſlage. 

+ The firſt Reaſon he gives for his being Of- 
fended with me 'was, That he believed 1 could 
not name any ſuch whoſe avowed Principle this of 
an implicit Faith is. Burt, I believe I could, and 
it muſt be allowed me, that I had more reaſon 
to know wherher I could or not, than he had : 
However, if I did not-expreſſy know of any 
body whoſe avowed Printiple this was, yet if I 
had ever heard of any ſuch, or if it was very 
likely there might be fomze, wherher I had 
heard of them or no, it will ſufficiently juſtifie 
what I-ſfaid, who had no deſign of marking our 
any particular Perſons, bur only of ſhewing 
the inexpediency of ſuch a: Principle in relati« 
on to the Controverſic of the Trinity, whoever 
it was maintained by, But, 
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Bur, that there are ſome certain Chriſtians 
who do openly avow this Opinion which I de- 
clared againſt, the Dean aſſuresus in the nexr 
words to thoſe I quored before, which are 
theſe ; That an implicit Faith is only Meritorious 
in the Church of Rome; And I was not (o ig- 
norant as not to haye heard that this was a 
Popiſh Dofrine before : For the Papiſts, who 
make uſe of this way to guard all their un- 
ſcriptural and abſurd Tenets, and ſome weak 
and unwary Proteſtants, who, by imitating 
them in this Method with reſ{pe& ro the My» 
ſtery of the Trinity, aftord the general Prin- 
ciple roo much countenance, were the onl 
Perſons I deſigned my RefleCtion thovld reach. 

Why is itthen that I am blamed by the Dean 
for expreſſing my diſlike of an implicit Paith, 
and of thoſe who profeſs and recommend it to 
us? Is it. becauſe there are none of 'this*odd 
ſort of Faith, as he ſeems to intimate by his 
telling me I cannot name any ſuch, and fo my 
concern about it was impertinent 2 "Tis plain 
he cannot mean thuts, becauſe he lodges this 
Principle among the Papifts. And if che Pa- 
piſts are the only Perſpns who believe thug ab- 
turdly they know not what nor why, as he af 
firms, what reaſon has he to extend my ® ?* 
RefleQtion any further 2 Why ſhould he ſay juſt 
afterwards, that thoſe Expreſſions lufe concer- 
ping ſome who profeſs ſuch a Faith as thisgare 
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o. 52, Very ſevere and ſcandalous Refleitions up- 
 * ** on forme of the Wiſeſt and Greateſt Men 
among us. *Tis certain the Dean does notthink 
the Wiſeſt and Greateſt Men among as Papiſts; and 
I am ſure ſuch Proteſtants as doin any Inſtance 
take up with their implicit Faith, do much 
leſs deſerve thoſe Characters. Who they were 
he gueſs'd me in this place to have aim'd at, I 
cannot in the leaſt imagine ; nor can I find out 
any reaſon why he ſhould tax me now for cloſe 
premeditated deſigns of Scandal,when he ſeems 
to be of opinion jutt before, that I had thrown 
out a general CharaQter at random, without 
knowing who it belong'd to. 
 Butto make it appear more fully that I did 
not'do well to Condemn thoſe whotare for Recei- 
ving the Myſtery of the Trinity without ever look- 
ing into'it all; he acquaints us that the Prote- 
ftant  Divines do look into this Myſtery as far as 
they can, till Revelation bounds their Proſped, 
and their People are taught to. do ſo too. This, 
he ſays, is not to Reverence the Myſtery without 
looking into it all, but to look into it as far as God 
would have us, and as far as is neceſſary to all 
the Purpoſes of Religion, that is as: far as the 
knowleage of this Myſtery is of any uſe to us. And 
when this is done, there are a great many 
wiſe Men who think they ought to look into 
this Myſtery no farther ; and there ſeems to be a 
werygood reaſon for it, becauſe with all our looking 
we can fee no further. 
: Now 
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Now the buſineſs of my Book being to 
prove, that we ought to /ook into the Myſtery 
of the Trinity thus far and »o further, 1 thoughr 
it very proper and agreeable to my Deltgn, to 
ſhew my diſ[ike of thoſe who were not for 
looking into it at all; and of ſach as were for 
prying into ir too far. The generality of 
Proteſtants are not, I thank Qyod, blameable 
upon either of theſe accounts, eſpecially the 
.Wiſeſt and Greateſ# among them. But till 1 
think that ſome are, and whatever the Dean 
has-ſaid upon the ſame Head, has only ſhew'd 
that he was extreamly diſpoſed to find Fault, 
when he had no other Grounds to go upon 
than what I have now mentioned. 

This is of it ſelf ſufficient to fatisfie any 
indifferent Man what a ſevere Examiner the 
Dean is like to prove: But how hard a thing 
it is for me to expreſs my ſelf in ſuch a man- 
ner as to eſcape his Cenſure, will, if that be 
poſſible, appear more plainly from, the follow- 
ing Inſtance than the former. | 

In the Conftderations I aflert, that 'tis 
zmpoſſible to believe what implies a contra- co_—_ 
diftion to our former Knowledge; ſuch © © 
Knowledge I mean as is accompanied with Certain- 
ty and Evidence. Now I took this to be as 
ſafe a Propoſition to aſſert, as any was within 
the whole compaſs of our Thoughts; and I 
did not only find my ſelf very well affured of 
it, but I was ſtrongly perſuaded I had moſt 

of 
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of the Learned World of my opinion in this 
| ' matter. But Dr. Sherlock ſays this 
__—_ Propoſition is falſe ; and therefore as 
Self-evident as I think it, I muſt nes 

ver offer to maintain ſuch a Paradox again. 
Had he made ule of his Authoricy only againſt 
me, I ſhould, I confeſs, have been a little un- 
willing to part with my-Propoſition ; Burt 'tis 
in vain'I ſee to ſtand by it, after the Reaſon 
| he gives for its being Falſe; For as he truly . 
aflirms, it muſt be owned that we do. believe 
and know that there really are ſuch things as 
Heat and Cold, White and Black, &c. whoſe Na+ 
tures are diredtly oppoſite and contrary to one ano« 
ther. *Tis true indeed, I am not yet perfetly 
ſatisfied of the Dean's new. Philoſophy, Thar 
there are many [deas which contradie one ano- 
ther, without being made to do ſo ina Pro- 
poſition; 'That Contrarieties and Contradiitions 
are the ſame ; Thar there are any other Contra- 
dictions beſiges Logical ones; or, That the 
ſingle' /dea of White, by the help of is and is 
zot, does not-produce a better Contradiition 
than Black and White together are able to: do ; 
Theſe, I muſt needs ſay, are new Truths to 
me, and fuch as I neyer before met with: but 
Tam fo ſenſible of the Force of them, thar-if 
they ſhould all hold good, 'tis impoſſible thar 
my Sel f-evident. Propoſition ſhould ſtand before 
chem: but I had much rather chey ſhould not; 
0 | | tar 
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for then I could Anſiver the Challenge 
he makes me much better, and ſhew = _ 
him, that there is not any appearance © 
at all of Contradiitions in the DotFrine ». 84, 
of the Trinity; and that'what we know 
of Goa and this Myſtery, is not 4 direct Con- 
tradiftion to all or any of the Ideas we have of 
Creatures, as he thinks fit to ſay it is, by way 
of Anſwer to my Propoſition, that 2t is im 
Poſſible to believe what implies a Contradiftion, 
Bur if he can't diſprove my Propoſition yith- 
out making Contradictions in the Trinity, and 
i haye occaſion for it ro ſhew there are none, 
L think I may venture to keep my Propoſition 
ill. 
Juſt- ſuch another Philoſophical 
Quarrel as this, the Dean has with ® ** 
me about my Notions of Unity : He:wonders 
mightily why I ſhould reduce all my Notions of 
Unity to theſe Three Heads; Unity of Idea, 
Principle and Pofition; Why TI take no notice of 
that old received Diſtinition of One, "that unun 
eſt indiviſum in ſe; and why among all my na- 
taral Ideas T ſhould not find this Notion of Unity, 
which is the only natural Notion of the Divine 
Unity, 'and belongs to no other Being: But to 
clear up his Wander, and to give him as fatis- 
factory an Account of my Conduct in this 
Matter as I can; I do atſure him, that I take 
that Notion of Unity he likes fo very well, to 
be a good old definition of One; and becauſe 
I 
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I was willing it ſhould continue as ic always 
was, the definition of Unity in General, when 
I was reckoning up the ſeveral kinds and ſorts 
of Unity, I had no migd to make that one of 
them, for fear they®ſhould, by that means, 
have all wanted ſome common Definition to 
agree in, which might, by confounding the 
Old Diſtinction of Gexus and Species, have pro- 
duccd a further Innoyation in o#r Logicks. 


Several other Cavils and ObjeRions of the 
like Nature and Force, my Words and: Notions 
have been the innocent Occaſions of:: But I am 
not much concerned cither for my Language 
or Phileſophy, if my Faith be but ſound and 
well grounded; and therefore I ſhall leave 
them to. the Reader's Mercy, and conſider 

what Creed the Dean has drawn up for 
P35 me. And here I find by the opening of 
the Sabellian Scent, that his Civility begins to 
.. _ thicken upon me, for his repreſentation 
ibid. of my Faith is this: That the Confide- 
rer expreſly owns, that there is but One who is 
Ged, but One Divine Perſon as well as One Di- 
wine Nature; and that I endeavour to prove, that 
the Catholick Faith aſſerted and defended by the 
Church againſt Sabellius, is abſolutely impoſſible. 

The Vindication of my ſelf from this Charge 
belongs to another Head : All thatI have to 
ſay toit here is, that Iam not juſtly repreſented ; 


and this will manifeſtly appear from the Ar- 
guments 


# 


ff 
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guments the Dean brings to juſtifie his Nar- 
rativec. | 

Now for the Proof of this Point, that I ex- 
preſly maintain, that there is but One Divine Per» 
ſon, he urges what I hy, That God 
can be but Ove finele Perſon in the firf co : 
ſenſe of the word Perſon, as it fignifies 4 
particalar intelligent Being, Nature, or Principle ; 
From whence it muſt be inferred, that I ay, 
God can be but One fngle Perſon in any other 
ſenſe of the word, tho' Iendeayour to prove the 
contrary : Bur not ro infift upon this Inference, 
which is manifeſtly falſe; I am willing to al- 
low his Argument to be'good , That 1 do ab- 
ſolurely maintain, that God is but one /ingle 
Perſon, whatever 1 may {ay or pretend to the 
contrary, if that Senſe of the word Perſon 1 
here mention be properly applicable to Father, 
Son and Holy Ghoſt, and there is no other 0r- 
#hodox Notion of Perfon but this : But I have 
great reaſon to think it cannot be ſo, from the 
Dean's own Account of this Matter: For he 
expreſly.tells us, That the Divine Pey- 
fons are not diſtinguiſhed by any difference *: 77" 
of Nature, or of Principle ; One and the y. 95. 
ſame undivided Nature and Principle be- 
ing and atting in Three ; but by Perſonal ». gs. 
Differences ; as, that the Father is un- 
begotten, the Son begotten, and the Holy Ghoſt 
proceeds from Father and Son. "Tis im- 


proper, he fays in another place, ro * 


call 
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call the Divine Perſons Individuals, - becauſe th 
have not three individual Divine Natures ; an 
we muſt not form ſuch a Notion of Three 
he Perſons as of Three Men, From all 
which I humbly conceive, I have good reaſon 
to conclude, That the Three Perſons in the 
 Gedhead are not Three particular or individual 
entellizent Beings, Natures, or Principles ; nor 
ate Three Perfons as Three Men are. Three Per- 


, 


fone, which was the thingI undertook to ſhew 
in the:Conftderations. | 

| This is the main Argument the Dean makes 

uſe of, to ſhew, that I do certainly own and 

endeavour to prove , that God is but one fingle 


Perſon; and the. Reader will ſee the Force of 


it more clearly, if he will turn back ro the 
84th. page bf his Book ; for there he will find 
him taking me'to Task for ſaying that One and 
the ſame God is Three Perſons; which Propoſition, 
© © he affirms, to be in the moſt obvious 
23912 Senſe of theſe words, manifeſt Ek 
and he is mightily afraid was intended fo by the 
Confiderer. From whence it evidently follows, 
that I muſt needs endeavour to prove the Cathy- 
's Jick Faith concerning a Trinity impoſſible, 
Pi" by maintaining, that God 7s but One 
fingle Perſon; becauſe I am guilty of _—_— 
Ferefie, in affirming, that God #s Three 

P-35 Perſons. | 
But to bring off this ſeeming Contradiction, 
the Dean will make me ſay, there arc Three 
Perſons 
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Perſons in the Godhead in another ſenſes _. 
of the word Perſon I mention, asit ſig- © ** 
nifies an Office, CharatFer, or ſome ſuch Conſid. 
Complex Notion applicable to ap intelligent , © _ 
Bring ; and thatthis is all the Perſonal Diſt ineFi- 
on I allow in God; tho' 1 do expreſly prove, 
that the word Perſ#, when applied to Father, 
Son and Holy Ghoſt, is impreperly uſed in this 
Senſe, and falls ſhort of the DiſtintFion 
fenified by thoſe terms in Scripture: And 
he brings me in dealing ſo plainly in the 
Caſe, as to call them Fizarative Per= þ 112. 
ſons, tho' I never heard of the Expreſli- 
on before, and do not underſtand it now. As 
for any other-Diſtinion of Zypoſtaſes 
or Perſons beſides that of Names, Ex- * 
ternal Offices, and Relations, (which I ſuppoſe 
are his Figurative Perſons) he ſays 7 abſolutely 
Rejet# #t; and the Reaſon he giyes for it is, 
becauſe I will not allow that that 7hreefold 
Difference or Diſtinftion which belongs to God, 
can be any other, but ſuch as is conhſtent with 
the Unity and Simplicity of the Divine Nature. 
But I hope this Reaſon does not hold, be- 
cauſe then there will be no avoiding Sabellian- 
iſm without falling into 7ritheiſm; For if there 
be not ſuch a Threefold Diſtinttion belenging to 
God as is conſiſtent with the Unity of the Divine 
Nature, it neceſſarily follows from hence, thar, 
if rhere be any Di/tin&ion of Diving Perſons 
at all, there muſt be Three Gods. 


Conſid. 
Þ. 32. 


os 
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I do not fay that Dr. Sherlock means to kead 
us into 7ritheiſm, by the ſtrange Arguments 
he brings to prove me a Sabelian; tis plain 
from another thing he objeAs ro me concer- 
ning the Diſtinction of Perſons in the God- 
head that he does not: For, tho' I do plainly 
aſſert in the Conſiderations, That Father, Son 
and Holy Ghoſt are Three Perſons, and, as he 
has here proved, I do affirm, they are 7hree 
Perſons in ſuch a Senſe as is confiſtent with the 

Unity of the Divine Nature ; yet in ano«- 
P-92- ther place of his Book he blames me 
for having no regard to the different Notions of 
Nature and Perſons; and for taking no notice of 
that Old Catholick Diſtinition, that God is One in 
Nature and Three in Perſons. "Tis certain then 
from hence, that the Dean does himſelf be- 
lieve, that God is One in Nature and: Three in 
Perſons, in. the Catholick Senſe of thoſe No- 
tions,. and conſequently that there is ſuch a Dis 
ſtini#ion belonging t0 God, as is confiſtent with 
the Unity of the Divine Nature; For otherwiſe 
he would not haye been ſo oyermuch concerned 
for this DiſtinAtion of Natsre and Perſon, as to 
blame me for taking no notice of it, withour 
conſidering that I had inſiſted-upon it. 

Bur, as willing as I am to put the beſt Con- 
ſtruction I can upon the Dean's Principles, I can- 
not poſlibly entertain ſo fayourable Thoughts 
of his way of Treating me ; For, befides that 


I plainly own, God is One in Nature and: Three 
| on 
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in Perſons ; and therefore there was no occaſi- 
on at all to tax me with a Negle& of that 
Catholick Diſtindtion ; 1 cannot but think that 
he lays more ſtreſs upon the Ule of theſe diffe- 
rent Notions of Nature and Perſon than he had 
leave from his own Principles to do ; + only 
that I ' might appear more blameable for my 
ſuppoſed no r:gard to them: And the Reaſon 
of. my thinking ſo is, becauſe in another Chap- 
ter of his Book, when he is got a great way 
off of this place , he freely confeſſes, 
that he is not. ſatisfied of that abſolute ®' 337 
neceſſity mhich ſome pretend of ſtating Nicely and 
Philoſophically this Diſtinttion between Nature and 
Perfon in order to underſtand. the Dottrine of the 
Trinity: For: he is of opinion, that 
Men mwho underſtand little of this Di-_ P:33 % 
ftintion, may belizve very Orthodoxly in Father 
Son and Holy Ghoſt without it. Whether theſe 
are . very ſeyere and ſcandalous Refleftions upon 
ſome of the Wiſeſt and Greateſt Men among us; as 
ſeme of thoſe, who pretendthere is ſuch a neceſſi- 
ty of diſtinguiſhing rightly between Nature and 
Perſon are; and whether the Pajections are not 


ſuch as Dr. Sherlock had little Reaſon for, 1 


| ſhall not take upon me to ſay. Bur thisI am 
ſure of, That, if I had not made uſe of that 
Diſtinition of Nature and Perſon, as I manifeſtly 
bave, and had not lookt upon it to, bea very 
00d, very old, and very »ece{[ary DiſtinRion, as 
really do, yer the Dean had no reaſon ro 


B 
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bring my Faith irito queſtion upen that .Pre- 


tehce; ſince, by lis'oWh Confeſſion, a Man mig 
behjeve wery Orthulloxly without 4t. 


The Dat kiving ghven fich an Account of 


the Confrderers Way, and 
ET: rg oreſD me” as rome him believe 
" ky in One e Perſon , diftinpuiſhed 
, rn Nm or Perſonal Char atters ; 

lis Ard ceably to the way of Repreſenters, 
introduce as belicying only an '[nſpired 
Man for a God Incarnate. And this new Article 
exhibired againft me, is juſt as well founded as 
the other': For, after I had proved from &crzp- 
Znrethat Chrift was God, one and the ſame God 
with.the Fither, from the ſane Divine Worſhip 
being. pay'd him; fromall the ſame Charatters 
of. Go | dei attributed to him ; and from his 
Hob j with the Father in the: ſame terms 
of-Bapriſm, Salutation and Bleſſing : And, after 
bY id proved. that-lie was both- God and Man 
Ard fulneſs of the Godhead dwelling in hine 

"oy comes arid charges me wirh wy 
Toe. e Divinity of 'owr Saviogr, only/b 

,Jeatndr Explain how Grd'and Man th 
al united ; tho' tir the ſame time 7 vertare 
To fay, that T can conceive God and Mun 
United, as well as 1 ci coficefve Body and Sonl 
Unite; Which, T'think, expreſſes as trong a 
belief of a Point as s Words\ can declare. 


'Bie 
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Bur if all his is not ſufficient ro convince 
hin thar I do believe Chriſt was God, Iam ſure 
this Expreſſion of mine ought to have done it; 
that Chriſt was 8s conſcious of all the Di- 
vine Fuck oa in himſelf, as 4 May is * * 
conſcious of bis own Thoughts. For, as he himſelf 
truly argues from hence, 1his was im- : 
poſh without being true and perfett God © © 
#n his own Perſon, 

If I have no whete in the Conſiderations 
uſed theſe terms Jycarnate and Incarnation ; I 
do'aſlure him it was for no other Reaſon bur 
becauſe they did not offer themſelves to me 
before thoſe I did uſe : For I make no ſcruple 
art/all of exprefſing my felf-in any Terms fo 
well eſtablithed 'as theſe are ; 'Tho'I do freely 
acknowledge, that I am extreamly- 'caurious 
with regard to any other Words chat have*not 
the:ſame Authority and determined'Significa- 
tion as theſe have. Bur the want” of theſe 
Terms ſhall 'be a (great Crime in' me, and a 
certain Argument of my not believing thar 
God was miade Fleſh, tho' 1 declared my Faith 
of rhe Ariticle in neyer fo many other Terms, 
that were as full and expreſlive as theſe, and 
ns generaliry of 'Chriſtians better under- 


Þ Such is'the Civil Uſage I have mit with 
from the Dean throughout his whole Exami- 
nation of my Book ; as would. be very ealie 


to ſhew, by a particular Anſwer to eyery thing 
"WY | he 


%* 


2o A Defence of ſome Conſiderations 


he Cavils at, if 1 miſtruſted my own Cauſe 
- or my. Readers Judgment fo much, as not-to 
think there is enough ſaid already ro farisfic 
any body who is concerned to kno\y the truth 
of this Matter, that Dr. Sherlock 'has very 
widely and. unreaſonably Miſrepreſented me. 
Any Man that will be at the trouble of exa- 
mining ' the Conſiderations after rhe Dean, * will 
himſelf ſupply my' Anſwer to all the other 
Paſſages he has cenſured : For he muſt needs 
perceive, upon reading that lictle Diſcourſe 
through, that the Dean was ſome way or0- 
ther diſpoſed to ſuſpet me. of Sabellianifm, 
* and that afterwards he interpreted every thing 

T1 faid according to his own Suſpicions ; that 

he taxes me with Opinions that I ſet-up only 
in prder to Confute ; ' and that. he condemns 
me for not believing a thing before I come ro 

the proper place I propoſed to conſider it- in. 


This I think is very caſfily perceivable, and 
iS what I have more than ordinary Reaſon.to 
complain of ;* becauſe the Dean uſes all other 
Accounts of the Trinity more Fayourably than 
mine; tho in all appearance as far removed 
from the only 7 rue one, his own. 

As for Example; HECOns in woo laces 
of his Book, particularly Chap. 4. 
wa 8. aan. ork to brin 4 ous 
Sfhoolmen for calling the Three ya 3 in the 
Godhead, Relations, and Properties. 

Set. 
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Sed.yg. of the ſame Chapter, he Vin- 
dicates the Fathers for diſtinguiſhing the 
Three Divine Perſons by diforem Charatters, and 
Modes of Subfiſtence, which they call Tegwvs 
umuptews, and is the, only Diſtin&ion, as he 
there acknowledges, which the Catholick Fathers 
allow between the Three Divine Perſons. 

Further in the ſame Se&jon, all ſuch 
Expreſſions as imply that the Father *37* 
is God in a more excellent and eminent Senfe 
than the Son or Holy Ghoſt; or that the 
Father alone ( ftridtly ſpeaking ) is a Being abſo- 
lately Perfeft, he judges arc inconvenient ways 
of ſpeaking, and liable to great Cavils and Miſ- 
conſtructions: But, notwithſtanding this, he is 
willing to allow they may be- expounded | 
to a very Catholick Senſe; tho' an abſo= ®* 575 
lute perfett God, and a God that wants any. Per- 


p. 362. 


fetion, he thinks, ſounds not only like two Gods, 


but like Gods of different kinds. All that is 
meant by ſuch Expreſſions as thele, he grants 
iS certainly True and Catholick; and corfequent- 
ly that a 7rinity which ſounds like Three Gods 
of different kinds, may have a Catholick Meaning 
under it. Sounds 

| Afterwards he helps out the School- 
men again, by ſhewing us in what Senſe *5%4 
ſome of them thopght it very Orthodox to [ay 
THREE GODS, if we took care to explain 
what we meant by it. 


B 3 And 
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And indeed, he is particularly kind to the 
Schoolmen ; fox, belides this,. and the Inſtance 
Fw before mentioned, he is at a great 

P. 73%. deal of pains to ſhew in the Seventh 
Chapter, , 7 bat tho” the Schools have ghanged the 


Ancient Catholich Language, by teaching, that the 


Divine Eſſence 45 One in Number and Singular ; 
whereas the Catholick Fathers denied that God mas 


One #n Number, but. only in. Nature; yet they 


meant the wiry ſame thing, and their Phils 
about Singular; and Net was the ſame. Japhy 
If therefore by the Dean's Favour and. /pe- 
cial Allowance, Three Relations, Three. Properties, 
Three Chardtters, Three Modes of Subfiftence, and 
TERSE GODS, ap ung lend Foc 
ox Signification givtn uz nit 
of” Number may be reconciled to ae of Unity 
of Number; \muſt-rake the liberty to-fay,, it 
was'ſomewhat unkind in the Dean, not to find 
out ſome Orthedex' Senſe to explain my Words 
1n.too;  eſpeciallydince 1 have made uſe of no 
ſuch oblioxious Terms as moſt of thoſe he hag 
pleaſcd ro defend axe, 
' Bur ſuppoſe I had with the Noetians and S4- 
' bellians, turned the Three Divine. Per- 
P- 773 ſons into Three Names or Three parts 
of One Perſon (as 1 never-didt any thing like 
it) yet {hee this, by his-own has 


much mare Seu[s in it thin Three Modes, and 


Three Mod:s are capable of an Qrthedox Expotitin 
07, as he himſelf bas proved, I might reaſonably 


. haye 
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have expected to eſcape better than I do, if 
the Dean had been inclined to ſhew me an 
ay fonker, had] quade Fiber, See and. 
ay ct, | arner, von and 
Holy Ghoſt ol Eero Pexſons A rages the 
Dean uajuſtly charges, me with) 
yet freq be pas there is one Seafe PS 
in which we may allow Father and Soni to be Mee 


 taphorical Names, 1 cannot but fancy, if he had 


heartily intended Ciuigzy, be.could have found 
out ſeme'Senſe or other in which Figarative 
Perſons raight be allowed too. 

But when 1 never thought that Father, Sow 
and Holy Ghoſt were any thing like Three 
Parts ; when 1 politively maintain ag i /4 
Vour to prove, that they are more thay 7 rec 
Names or Three Modes (as Moues ſignifie the 
Modes of One Perſon, and not Three Per= ©» 
ons, in the Catholick Senſe of Tegwe +73: 
os 7%pt;ews ;) and when 1 fixmly believe them to 
be Three Proper, and .not Three Figuzatine 
Pane why mighs nor 1 ayo ers handts 
off as well as others, and had fome fair and 
Orthodex Meaning put on my Words by a Man 
that had ſhewn {o- much Candor ypag the 
like Occaſions ? 

What the Reaſon of this different Conduct 
was, dots not yer appear; bur ſo ir is, thax 
the Dean has Treated me after a very particu-. 
lar manner ; and has found our {heh Meanings, 
Seaſzs'and Significations for my Weds, as can 

N B 4 | never 
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never be reconcil'd:to the Catholick Rules of Ex- 
pounding Language. Burt bare Miſrepreſenta- 
tion might caſily have been ſer right, or 'neg- 
le&ed, if he had not taken occaſion frem hence 
ro accuſe me, as he does, cither in Expreſs 
Terms, or by plain Inſinuations, of Ferefte, So- 
phiſtry, and diſhoneſt Dealing ; denying Myſteries, 
preferring | Reaſon to Scripture, want of dut re- 
gard to the Fathers. A 

This indeed is a very terrible Accuſation ; 
bur having ſhewed already that his Evidences 
don't agree ; that they don't . what they 
were brought for, if they helc ee p—wk and 
that there is great appearance of Pique and 
Reſenrment 'in the Proſecution ; my Defence 
of my ſelf will be cafie and lie in a'narrow 
room. 


' * WL. In "the next place then I ſhall Defend 
my ſelf from the Charge of Sabellianiſm. 


'*And if T'can acquit my ſelf well upon this 


Head, 1 ſhall fully Anſiwer'the Dean's' Three 
firſt Articles of Ferefte, Sophiſtry, and diſhone/# 
Dealings. For, tho*' Serinianiſm be ſometimes 
"  inſinuated to blacken the Accuſa- 
tion, I am at other times ſo ſo- 
lemnly purged from thar' Guilt, 
that upon the whole - Matter I 
can find nothing of -Herefre cleave to'me bur 
Sabeltianiſm ; And therefore, if I can elcar my 
wy t | X 


p- 32, 12.2, 6c. 


|. Þ. 56, 104, &6. 


eee rs. 


| I my: ſelf am not guilty of the Sabellian 
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ſelf wholly of this Imputation, I muſt be al- 
lowed to have meant as well as ſpoken Ortho- 
doxly, and conſequently to have dealt Fionefth, 
and to haye uſed no *Art or Sophiſtry in my 
Expreſſion. Y 
Now in order to overthrow. his Charge of 
Sabelliantſm, I muſt ſuit my Defence to his way 
of drawing it up ; and ſhew Firſt, that _ 


Fierefie, and Secondly, that my Words are not. 


That I am not-a Sabellian I prove from the 
Account he gives us of the Opinions of Noztus 
and Sabellins concerning the Trinity: ._ 
For they, as he tells us, affirm, that ** 7* 
Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt are but Three Names 
of the ſame Perſon ; who is ſometimes called the 
Father, at other times the Son or the Holy Ghoſt, 


\ with veſpett to his _ Appearances or Ope- 


rations : Or they made the Son and Holy Ghoſt not 
Two. Perſons, but Two Perſonal. Attributes in God, 
his Wiſdom or Pomer :. Or they made the Trinity 
but Three parts of one compounded God, as a Man 
confiſts of Body, Soul and Spirit. Bur all theſe 
Opinions I reje& and condemn; and look up- 
on as Herefies juſtly rejedted and condemned by 
the Catholick Church; and therefore, if this be 
a true. and full Repreſentation of Sabellianiſm, 
as no.doubt it muſt, I am as ſure I am no S4- 
bellian as I am ſure 1 know my own Thoughts. - 


And 
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And further, 1 am nor only ſure of 'thig | 


now, but I had the ſame Notions of the Tyi- 
nity, E 4: che ſame aſſurance of my Faich when 
I writ the Confiderations : And, as far as | 
_ : thing of the Force and Proptiety of 


my ſelf as fully There as Here. 


For what ca be | more plajn than whar 1 


aſſert in my Preface to that Diſcourſe, that a 
pure Nominal Diſtinftion ſeems to me utterly irre- 
conctlable to the Lawgnage and Deſign of Scrip- 
ture? And agreeably to this, I do not only 
fay, but endeavour to prove in the Book, that 
the Three Perſons in the Godhead are not Three 
in that Senfe only of the word Perſon in which 
it is wy _ an krgh d—pme pe mean OL 
'' fach ihe complex Notion applicable to an 
Confide' " Intelligent Bring ; becauſe ſuch an Ac- 
'* ©» count of* the 7rivity as this,” falls far 
ſhort of thoſe high Expreſtans of Diſt intion found 
in Scripture ; and becaufe the 7rinity would 
then be no Myſtery, as Chriſtians bave always 
chought, and I'undertook toſhew it tobe. 
Bur, not to multiply Quotations of this 
kind, when one is {uf 
to Tranſcribe that Account I give of the D9- 
Frine of the Trinity, when I come to fumm v1 
my whole Opinion together which T had been 
ving before by Parts; and which the Dean 
Fad not Patience to read before he finiſhed his 


'Tontigue, I think. 3 have expreſſed 


ficient ; I will rake leayo 


Examination of my Book. * This . 
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* This then is the utmoſt we are FEI 
required to rhelieve, or are capable of : 
, os ju ing concerning .the 7rinity : Þ. 39» 60. 


* vis, Thattheſe Three different 7\ erms, Father, 
* Son, and Zoly Ghoſt, are all applied in Scrip- 


'*ruxe to the One enly Supreme Ged; that all 


* the Attions, Ofices, Ar, Relations which are 
* in Scripture aſcribed ro any of theſe Names 
. Wo No choſe proper to the Zuman Nature 
it} are there lainly attributed and do 

Rat. beſo ang tQ one and the ſame Divine Natare ; 
*'That. there are ſuch frequent and evident 
* Afſertions of Fg Unity of God in Scripture, 
; "and yer ſuch 3 6 Bb Oe of Diſftinion 
nies by Neſs Terms Father, Sen and 

: Holy. 6 a9 
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* and Diſtiniion py Godkead ; "7 L this 
© Diſtinftion, wherever it be, is nor the ſame 

© with that we conceive betwixt the. Atrri 
* butes. of . God , which arc Partial Concep- 

* tions of his Eſſence, nOr A Meer Difference 
© of Name; Office, or Relation, (tho* theſe are 

No the Differences we can expreſly conceive as 


pplicable to the Divine Nature) but ſome 
cather Diſtin&ion which we have but a confu- 
*ſed Tecenpen of, and cannot comprehend or 
* explain by any particular Ideas; which a 
* kuown inexplicable Diſtinftion is the Foundati- 
* oft of all thoſe Diterences expreſly conc: iuable 
' by us. 


Which 
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Which #»known Diſtind1on is ſaid before to 
_' have been an Eternal Diſtinition in the 
P- 37* Godhead, and to'be- very ficly and pro- 
p.49. -- perly expreſs'd by the Church, by the 
word” Perſon; as-1 do likewiſe in the 
ſame page affirm; That the Name of each Per- 
fon does include the whole Idea of God in it. 
_- "And immediately after this ſummary Ac- 
count of my. Faith whichTI have now repeated, 
I declare it my Opinion, .'That the 4thanaftar 
Creed is as Ratibnal an Explication of the Tri- 
nity as can well be made. C 
From all which I think it neceffarily fol- 
lows, that I do not make the Three Perſons 
in the Godhead only Three Names or Three' Parts, 
or the Son and Holy Ghoſt only. Two Perſonal At- 
tributes, as. the Sabellians did-; -and therefore 
wy Words cannot be guilty of Sabellzaniſm:. ot if 
they ſhould be.thought fo ſtill, the Athanafrar 
Creed may- be proved to be as compleat and ar- 
tiffcial a Scheme of Sabellianiſm as the Confide- 
rations. | Which is a Task that ought to be. 
undertaken by one who is reſolv'd to find $4- 
bellianiſm 'in every Account of the Trinity, 
- where he can't find Three Infinite Minds ;: for 
fear all Sabellians, when they are cloſely -pur- 
ſu'd, ſhould fly to this Creed, and fd fuch 
a ſafe Retreat there, as I in vain ſought 
Þ. "07. for in a» Obſcure and Confus'd -Know- 
ledge. + 
Buc 
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But however I am driyen fromthat Strong- 
hold, and however uncapable I may berendred 
of defending a particular Paſſages and Expreſ- 
frons 1 5 the Cond aerations, Lam (till perſuaded ir 

. may be made very manifeſt chat "tis no Sabellj- 
an Account of a Trinity I haye' given there, 
from 'the whole Defign of the Book, and the 
ſeveral Proofs inſiſted upon jn it. For what 
need- was there of diſtinguiſhing berwixt. Ge 
neral - abſtrafted , and; Particular determinate 
Conceptions 2 betwixt what we are. able:: to 
conceive, and what, we are required #0 believe 
'of the. Trinity z, What occaſion had I to 
prove that there are.no Words or Ex reflions 
. whatſoever, thar:can contribute any; thing to- 
wards: Explaining our Faith in this:Dodtine 2 
. * And- to! what purpoſe ſhould'T rake pains co 
4 Vindicate what we believe from the"'O 
ons of Myſtery and -Contradittion, by ſhewing, 
rhat' we oug 4 to'believe Myſteries, andirthar 
there is -no- ComradiQion implyed in aur 
Faith 2- To-what End and Purpoſe, I ſay, was 
all rhis, if I cook the Z7hree Perſon: in the God- 
head to be nothing elſe but Three Names, Cha- 
radters, or Relations of One God; 'which is ſuch 
jwey conceivable Notion, as I was ſure e- 
body underſtood, and was liable-to none 
of thoſe Difficulties I was labouring to re- 
move? This would haye been a very abſurd 
ridiculous Enterprize if it had been done; and 
as hard to be accounted for, as the Dean's Sa- 
gacity now is in finding out what was ſo very 
unlikely co be rh Thus 
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Thos have 1 freed wy Words as well as my 
_ Self from the g wh of. any Sabellian Meaning, 
pn args auger ble Judge of what was 
meant by. them ;- - w_—_ I may be ſu(l- 
pected-of. Parrialiry in che Caſe, I l to 
the Judgment 'vf all rhat ever read the Cox- 
fiderations, whether there be any Sabellian No- 
$035, Scents, ot, Concluſions in. them : And I 
<hink [ may ſafcly put my Cauſe upon their 
Verdict, :becauſe 1 was- long a 
Author as ro"have-the opportunity of know- 
wlzc Opinion a - many Perſons of 
C had of 'that Diſcourſe ; and ſeycral | 
of them were ſuch, whoſe gkill in che Con- 
troyeriic of the Trinity, and zeal for the Do- 
QArine and Catholick Expoſition of  it;-muſt 
be allowed by rhe Dean'as well as the reſtof . 
the World ; ad I do ſokmaly--proteſt ro him, » 
char, rill he tax'd me S rh Sabellianiſm 


Diftive. in: a former Pamphlet, I;never heard 


iN «rd -Of pu ypronee W emma _ 
any ſuc to m e 
TG: I As hardly” wetſiade -my {elf the 
Dean was' the moſt' unprgjudiced - 
| Reader-of the Corfiderations of any thatiever 
gave themſelves the trouble of -ooking into 
them ; -nay, he muſt-excuſe me if I believe he 
= Examined the Book m_ a fNtrong 
4, og tinQture of Prejudice againft it, -and. - 
... ,*- gave @ 'haſty {Sentence (for want of 


Twin 'Fo p proveed © ny further 'in the _ 
t 
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than he was willing to have itgo; and 'tis the 
civileſ thing I can believe, becauſe T ſhould 


be rempred | to have avey Foam 
any Man's Ju thar ſo contrary 
to every body elſe in'fuch a plain Matrer as 
this is, without-fome {ccret Byaſs to incline 
him ro be Si 

Bur allowing the Dean's Prejudices to run 


never ſo high, 'twas a little too feyere, me- 
thinks, to paſs a ren ry Cenſure upon 
me for Hevefie, becauſt he knew there lay no 
appeal from his Sentence, tho' every body elſe 
ere willing zo%acquit me of it : Had ſome 
Univerfity madea Droyze- againſt 'me, I might 
have POSTURE mo 'd by @' contrary 
t of a 'Doctor'o ter” Anthoti 
| But when Dr. Sherlock affirnss,”s *T is Hery arg, 
bs Thret Infinite Minds and Spirits, _—T” 2 
the Fathers of the Catholick men 0-6. 
'cannor fecure' me for adherin , 
this ancient Formof Three Roe Bat 1 muft 
lbear my -Misfortune 'as well-as I can, and, 
ſince this 'is the only way of Defence I have 
left 'moz I will proceed ro examine the :re- 
Relliniagy pazrs of :his Charge againſt me. 
W. Thirdly, 1 ſhallendeavour to Vindicare 
of "1the "Confiderations , and ſhew 
hate 'Reaſodn'T'had for nor infiſting Tra- 
dition 8nd rhe Authoricy: of the: Fathers. . 
Now the Defipn of the Confoderntions was i 
ſhort this: To Prove che Dottniwe«of | the Tre- 
£ nity 
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nityin ſuch a manner as I thought might equal- 
lyAſetutethe True Catholick Faith againſt\she 
falſe Opinions. of all ſorts of Hereticks :thar 
36, and the improper Expoſitions of all 
ſuch as  underrake to! 'Explain;it.  ' -.. 

'In' order to this: end; I judged it the beſt 
Method” to - conſult Scripture | and from 
thence; in Ariſwer to the Socinians and Ins, 
to ſhew, that the Son ahd ZHolyGhoſt ate traly God, 
the ſome Grd with the Father, by:all the Sarm: 
Qers of tlie One only God being there applyed 
-tothem'; And from the. ſeveral Marks ng Ex- 
preffions 'of: DiſtinRion foun in the Language 
of Striptare to prove againſt the Sabellians, that 
Father,\Son and' Haly Ghoſt are not meer: Names, 
or! ſignifie only different Offices: Relations, At- 
tributes, or Parts "of the Deity; bur ſome Etex- 
nal Diſftinttzon different from: all theſe i: Bur 
the 'matinet of God's being: Zhree. being: ao 
where determined- in Holy Writ,:nor -any,-0- 
ther Terms beſides thoſe of Father, 'Sen and 
Holy Ghoſt, made uſe of there ro fignific. it,/ 
chought it proper, againſt } all prerenders .to 
plain and; intelligible Explications of: this Won 
derful Diſtin&ion in the Divine Natare, t@ c- 
_ from” Reaſon; that- it is not. conceivable 

oo reffble b Underſtanding 'in this, Life, - 

any Language we have or, 
tie; - Ir ſcem'd alſo ro me very. expedicnr 
thar it ſhould in the ſame wanner be. made to - 


appear, that there can be no Abſurdity or Cov 
tradition 


. contending the 'Tarhity, If 
tradition in the Catholitk Faith of the Trin 
as expreſſed by ovf Chareh; har &, Root 
rd Keen 0g "35 un 
urge e That, us 

the be ef of a Myſtery tan Hp 

to our Reaſon, to belleye wha) » AS us pany 
veuled by God , as this Dodtftd 

ſtanding we are not able tp  coprobead it. it. 

' This was the Etid 1p ptbyes ro. thy RIF 4g 
the Cornfiderations, and theft yrere the Medtis 
I lookt upon as the likelict 69 ee it; ths 
I haye wy Thou ghts into another Method 
in Writing t in Phe [ rayptd thern ih before 
T writ; betzuſe-1 did not-believe tho'ſiime 
way I took, fatisfic my ſelf fo i Ka 
for the conviftion- of others For-I ne - 
feet any Argument that give mnie-ooes 
diſtruſt Aro: Cutholiek' © war's : but -© + 
thoughr my felf oblig” o-be fo os vie 
( whatever diſlike the feat taay to 
vr artiality Y as to'examine catefully;. 50. 

her 1 tid good ret{Gi to believe *: 

has I had hitherto: believed, Swe ſuck 
ſtrict Exzttifhitninn; attd this: being 

I was at liberty to follow the wn ſs 
of my Subjet, in confidering for my ſelf: But 
the different Prejudices of rhoſe that had: ems 
brac&'d* conttary Opinions , and the appearan- 
&&s of ' Trurh and- Reaſon they were founded 
tar , * requir'd a different merhod of Appli- 

ton 


ir afry one that undertook to encoun- 
cer 
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them; . and a Man: could . not ſearch this 
che throx ghly;. without, | perceiving. what it 

that: other People| chiefly ſtuck ar; and 
he C: rigerations were contrived in 

, a8 appear d; at the time when 
Writ, Fl proper to make the 
ty. eafic't0.others; by remo-+ 
ng * coca Difficulties ſuppoſed. to 
obftruCc ſe that-cither denied 'or | 
phe at Pogtine, Or were FISH 
i their F Faith Wt _— 


The R Reafons w hy 1 did not. inſiſt upon 7, 74 
4 and the Au thority of the Fathers, were 


: = "Fat nbc imagit ©. Wat if a thing 
was well proved any one way... there: well b 
ws jel geed 7 fonhet Proof. - 
Srreprure ahd eborlr are two agreeing GE 
Fl 5 calls rhem, yer I could not 
rehend*rhar when one Witneſs was acknow: 
ed ed ſufficieat to prove the Point, the Cauſe 
| ſuffer by nor calling in-a ſecond. There's 
nothing, f {o common in_the Comroverſies- of. 
Religion, . as. for different Men, according,to 
their di Recent Talents and Studies, to. take 
different Methods of oppoſing ot" "defending 
the fame Doftine; and 1 never before hear 
it objeted to any of them; that-he did not 
fight his Adverſary at all Weapons. The Do- 


ering of 7 ranſubMlantiation has been proyed by 
ſome 


rin 
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ſorne-to, be' abſurd. and, falſe, from Principle: 
of Senſe. and;Reaſon only : others have expoſe, 
the 'Falſhood, of it, by Arguments taken pure: 
ly from Scripture; and.the ſame Opi ion Ihe 
been-:ſhewn. to-;be erroneous and, Heretical, 
from, the concurrent -Teſtimony of | the Catho- 
lick Fathers, without the former-helps. Ang 
why may-not the ſame Method, be uſed in de- 
fence, of the Trinity, as is allowed 1n the con- 
futation of the: corporal Preſence 2 eſpecially ſince 
the Adverfaries of the 7rivity haye blaſphe- 
mouſly- loaded this Doftrine with the ſame 
Abſurdities as 7ranſubſtantiation is juſtly charg- 
able; with. 1 = | 

But. beſides that Scripture and Reaſon roge- 
ther-ate ſufficient ro make good the DotFrine 
of the. Trinity.againſt all that. oppo ir, . there 
are a. gteat many we haye to dea Sith Room 
that will not be argued with up- 
Heads..; For the. Sciniens ( as 


this:-SubjeR, 
on any: ether | Soc 
the Dean- rightly obſerves of them) __ 
rere#-the Dofrine of the Fathers, and _ _ <2 
the Catholick Tradition of the Faith from the 2 
oftolith. Age, and yet appeal to Scripture and nas 
wy _—_ D - TD could theſe Men 
be-apply'd to more properly, than by ſhewing 
| that; Seripture and. natural Sentiments arc as 
gainſt them 2 Some there are ( as particular- 
ly., the Author of the Anſwer to Dy. Bull's 
Tudement of the Fathers) who pretend that. ' 
Tradition is of the fide of the Arrians and 
— GS « Unitas 


IN 4 fr" of ſome Conſiderations 
a. Man: could . not ſearch this 
F;. YZ withour, perceiving what it 
le; chiefly ſtuck at ; and 
| coroke -oheoringe in 
ex, -28 appcar'd; at. the time whien 
ol proper to make the 
my ty.-cafic'to.others; by remo-+ 
ving all che prin Nel Difficulties ſuppoſed. to 
obſtruct. ſc that-cither denied or | 
þ pics ed"> far r Dodttine, or were 0:6 Ms 
VIRGIL FOR HOP 3 | 


"The Reafons wh 1 did ee Inkl upon: Ted. 
ca. and the Au thority of the Fathers, were 


4! afbake idols at if « thing 
W128 proved a Any one ' Fey there: wel be 


eal. geed of A farther Proof. -: ough 


50 «thro 


774 by and Authority are two Arecing $3 
cs,.as th Dean. calls them, -yer I could nor 
apprehend, "That,when one Witneſs was vere lan 
= ed ſufficient 1 to prove the Point, the Cauſe 
ae er by not. calling in-3 ſecond. There's 
coking {0 common in.the Controverſies: of 
- as. for different Men, according, to 
Ws if rent” Talents. and Studies, to\ take 
different. Methods, of oppoſing ot defending 
the fameDoQtine; and 1 tiever before hear 
it objeed to any of them; that: he did not 
fight his Adverſary at all Weapons. The Dv- 
ering of 7 ranſubſtantiation has been _ by 
ome 
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ſorne-to, be' abſurd. and, falſe, from Principle: 
of Senſe. and;Reaſon only : others haye expoſe: 
the Falſhood, of it, by Arguments taken pure- 
ly from. Scripture; and.the ſame Opinion has 
been: ſhewn. to-;be erroneous and, Heretical, 
from, the. concurrent Teſtimony, of. the. Catho- 
lick Fathers, withour, the former-helps. And 
why may. not the ſame Method, be uſed in de 
fence, of the Trinity, as is allowed 1n the con- 
futation of the; corporal Preſence? eſpecially ſince 
the Adycrfaries of the 7rivity haye blaſphe- 
moufly- loaded this DoQtrine with the ſame 
Abſurdities as 7ranſubſtantiation is juſtly charg- 
able; with. Hos fy | 

But: beſides that Scripture and Reaſon toge- 
ther ate ſufficient ro make good the Doi7rine 
of the Trinity.againſt all char. oppoſe ir, there 
are a gteat many We haye to deal. with upon 
this:SubjeR, that will not be argued With up- 
on any ether Heads. For the Socinians ( as 
the. Dean- rightly. obſerves of them) «it 
refec#- the Do@rine of the Fathers, and © © 
the Catholick Tradition of the. Faith from the 4« 
poftolith Age, and yet eppeat to Scripture and nas 
tural Septiments : and how could theſe Men 
be apply'd to more properly, than by ſhewing 
that; Scripture and. natural Sentiments are as 
gainſt them 2 Some there are ( as particular- 
ly., the Author of the Anſmer to Dr. Bull's 
Fudement of thi: Fathers) who pretend that - 


Tradition is of the fide of the Arrians and 
| GS 1» Unit as 
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Unitarians; only that our Fathers happened to 
3» the better of theirs, and ſo by that means 


their Books were preferved ,* and what theſe 
Men eſteem the true Orthodox Writings were 
toft. Now, tho this be an impudenr prerence, 
and may no; doubt be proved. to be'fo, by 
fuch an exa&t Maſter of Eccleſiaftical Anti- 
quity as Dr. Bull; yer it ſeems to me* much 
eaſier , to convince ſuch Men as theſe from 
Scripture and Reaſon, which are allowed to be 
the ſame on both ſides, than from Authority, 
when They and We are not agreed upon the 
ſame Fathers. 9b ing 
Another Reaſon, and that which principal- 
Iy determin'd me nor to conſult the” Fathers 
upon this Point was, becauſe, when I was ſa- 
tisfied from the Scripture and, Charch Account 
of this Article, that God was One and Three in 
ſuch a manner as my Reaſ6n'told._ me Was in- 
conceivable, 1 thought it in vain ro:fearchthe 
Fathers, in order to know'what Terms they 
had made. uſe of to expreſs what was'not to 
be expreſſed more clearly in any: beſides I 
'p.259, Was fo far of the Dean's mind, as 
__ *” , te be convinced” it required preat 
care and application to find our the unanjmors 
Senſe of the Fathers upon this'DoQrine ; that 
it. was neci{[ary to diſtinguiſh betwixt their:Faith . 
and Philoſophy; and that their Faith when thus 
diſtinguiſhed was p/ain and: fmple; and juſt 
iuch as we find it :now in the Scriptures. © I 
”y , knew 
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knew very well, that the Fathers were ex- 
tremely cautious of departing from the Lan- 
guage of Scripture, and that when they did 
change their way of ſpeaking, it fell out ( as 
the Dean has obſeryed ) that the anſeri- 
ptural Terms they were forced to uſe 45inf 2g 
the Hertticks , b degrees improved into great 
ſubtilties, and diſturbed the Church with very nice 
wrangling Diſputes : For which reafons I hoped 
I niche be excuſed, if I took a ſhorter and 
eaſier way of proving the DodFrine of. the Tris 
nity, than by undertaking to. Vindicate the 
Fathers and Schools from thoſe Obſcaris 44 
ties, Inconfiſtencits, and Contradiftions, * ** 
which, -che Dean (ſays, are generally charged on 
them; and to reQifie all the Hoprop ties of 
the Philoſophical Terms uſed by the: Fathers, which 
the wiſes Men, as he tells us, have © 
owned in them, when applyed to this ſa- ag] 
cred Myſtery. 

Theſe were the Grounds I went upon, in 
not inſiſting upon a Traditionary Proof of the 
Dodtrine of the 7rinity; and I hope no ſober 
unprejudiced Perſon will be offended with me 
for taking the ſhorteſt, moſt effetual, and 
moſt unqueſtionable way of convincing my 
{elf and others, of what was neceſſary to' be 
believed upon this Subje& : nor ſuppole that 
I do not think the Fathers very good 
Guides in Religious Controverſies, be- 
cauſe in this Point I was fully perſuaded I 
IE C 3 had 


Pp. 53. 
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had found my way without. them ; and | was 
{ure thar the greateſt part of thoſe thar err'd 
in -wro g Paths, would not accept of their 
diteddion! # tho never { clear and' expreſs. - 

_ Had'the: Scripture ſeemed to me to contra- 
dit the common Faith of the' Church: of En- 
zland,” a8" it is.now expreſſed in'qur Publick 
Offices'of our'Relipion';' I ſhould chen have 
thought my {elf obliged to- conſult Aorbority 
in the matter; and ſhould: have paid as great 
a deference 'as any Man was willing. op able 
to do, : to'the. unanimous conſent of the firſt 


ro re 

val vas Profeſſions of aith; I was content 
with The\ing,” that whar I found in Srriprure 
concerning rhe Trinity, was exactly, agreeable 


to what*the Charch -requires' us now- to be» 
lieve of that Doctrine; . and that this Form of 
ſound words tounded upon Scripture,” was con- 
ſiſtent with all the-Principles- of our Reaſox; 
and conſequently upon alt theſe accounts was 
4 proper Objet# of our Faith: ' 2110-5 

- This is what T thought my-ſ(elf- concerned 
ro offer, for the publickJultjfication»of\'my 
ſelf and my Deſign, with reſpeRro the Cor- 
Hiderations; and* having, as 1 am perſuaded, 
faid whar' is ſufficient ro-ſatisfic+ orbers, - thag 
TOETE Hs my 
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my Intentions in writing about. the .7iniry 
were yery good, however the Performance 
might'fall ſhort of them ; and that I haye all 
thar Reſpect for the Fathers\which their Lear- 
ned+and- Pious - Works juſtly challenge. from 
us,- and which-the-Churchwf- Buelen i uires 
to be paid them: "I ſhall Addreſs; my ſelf a- 
freſh to the Dean, and ſhew him, that as much 
as he thinks fit-to Blame and Condemn:;me, -1 
have. gone upon the ſawe Defizn in the Con/i- 
derations;\ which he -acknowledpes' to. be the 
beſt I could go--upon, in a Ditcourſe of" the 
Trinity; I have obſerved the ſame. Meaſures he 
recommends; am wore concerned: for Myſte- 
ries; rely leſs upon my natural Reaſon, and/have 
a" greater regard: for the Fathers than eyen the 
Dean bimfclf. ©. SHITE + mobs 

Now that the beſt way of Mavaging the Con- 
troverſie of the Trinity is not.to inior Ex» 
pound it, - fiorto.enter into the Philoſophical 
_ utes of Fathtrs and Schoolmen ,. but to keep 
clole to Scripture, and uſe no nv Terms, is ma- 
nifeſt from the Firſt Chapter of the Dean's laſt 
Book 3 where heaſlnres us, thatthe Faith. .. -.: 
concerning+«the-7rinjty is plain and. cer. **, 
tain, all-of 1t that is neceſſary to the Purpoſes of Re- 
{igion:;''and that the beſt way to ſettle this Contro- 
werſie upon its true ancient bottom, is Pp T1 
nhat is Fundamental from all Metaphyfical Spee 
culations;- That: the Form of Baptiſm is the Rule 
ang Standard-of our Faith in this Point, and was: 


liv # 
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elways appealed to.as ſuch by the Catholick Fathers x 
- +, That the Names and Charatters of Father 
p -Y aud Sou are better underſtood, liable to leſs 
4; ..: Diſputes, and convey to: our Minds 4 more 
Aiftint# Gonteption of Gad the Father and bis Eter- 
wal. San, than ay ather artifeial Tervss ; and that 
_ - thexefdre we ought not. to engage in Philor 
Pe # . phicdk Difpates mbich we know little or no+ 
thing ef. 4nd. which the Scripture takes no notice 
of; but we ſhould vedace- the Controverfie 
Pp: as much as poſſibly we can taScripture Terms; 
becauſe Artificial aud Metaphyfical. 7 erms, divide 
even the profeſſors of the Catholick Faith, and 
give too juſt eccafion to the vain Boaſts and Tri 
wwiphs of Hexetichs. + | | 
_ [He has @ great deal more to the ſame pur- 
. Poſe in this Chapter, .in.arder to ſhew 
P-7- , the abſalate neceſity-there is at: preſent to 
take-1bis, Comtroverfie of the Trgnity out of Terms 
of Art, that: our Adverſaries may ſee that our 
Contraverſie with them is not concerned in theſe 
Diſpstes:. Which, (cems to me to be a full. and 
perfe& Confutation of whax he has ſaid a- 
gainſt -my;; Agcount' of the Trinity, in his. Se- 
cond Chapter; and for Defence of his own, in 
all. the reſt of his Baok :..For that which he 
here adviſes is' whar'I propoſed: ro my ſelf in 
the Confiderations ; and the whole drift of his 
preſent Book is to juſtifig . his. taking a con- 
trary Method. to this in the Former... +++ | 


SINCC 
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Since therefore I have; endeavoured 'to: ma» 
nage the Controverſte of the Trinzty, in the 
manner the Dean is pleaſed to approve and 
recommend to others, tho it. was not (© pro» 
per, perhaps for him himfelf co be: confined co 
the Rules he gave; I cannot ſee any reaſon. for 
his charging me, as by plain Suggeſtions he 
often does, with decrying Myſteries, preferrii 
xy Nataral Reaſon to Scripture, and Uoilus the 
Authority of the Fathers. - T7: \" 


To tax me-with ng Myſteries, is toput 
me in the loweſt Rank of all che pretenders 
either to Xnowledze . or Religion. Thexe's no- 
thing in which a Man can- demonſtrage his 

e: of himſelf, and -the- whole Syſtem 
of things; +more thar by faying there are ns 
Myſteries in Nature 5 and there cannot /be a 
more abſurd. way of denying God- aud Revela- 
ton, than by maintaining there are »o-My/*evics 
in Revilation and the Scriptares.  T have nor, 
I am confident, rendred my ſelf obnoxiqus ta 
ſuch an Imputationasthis; by any thing T have 
id with relation to Myſteries in- my Diſcourſe 
of the 7rinity : For, what I chiefly contended 
forgthere, was, that the 7rinity was a A/tery 
not: conceivable by 'any Notions our+ Minds 
were able to frame, and conſequently not ca- 
pable ok being rendred; plainer than che Scip- 
ture Language made it, by any other-Terms, 
' tho' never ſo miſcly choſen: From whence ir 

me manifeſtly 
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manifeſtly- appears,” that I rhink the Do#r7ne 
«ſony Trinity more a' Myſtery than the Dean: 

; for he owns 'in the* Preface to his Firſt 
Vindication of this Dot#rine, that he has got- 
tent clear” 214 more diftine# Notions of this great 
Myftery/fnte the" writing of that Book than he 
had” No  ivticreas 1 ſolemnly dectare' that 1 
have not, after the'rrading his Book; and: wri- 
ting my. own, any clearer. or more" diftini# \Noti- 
ons of the Trinity, than' reading*the- Scripture 
had before given me. 

If therefore I allow that there-are Myſteries 
zn Scripturz, and that-the Myſteries 'we' find 
there ought to be believed; and cannot be expliin- 
ed," as 'tis evident'F do ; what Ground has the 
Dean to charge me with preferring my Reſon 
and Natural” Scntererms wo-Scripturc? 'T have 
not thar'corfidence in' my own Reaſon* as*he 

- "* irſagins'T have: 'I do not'think>arty 
P-77- more thai he dts, that 'Stripture 4s al- 
ways to be Expounded by our Natural Sentimenss ; 
or that a Trinity can' be proved by Nithral Rea- 
ſo#. * And T am 'as ſenſible +as'the” Dean pre- 

 tends'to' be," that Zknow nothing-of ſuch 
P-313* |, "Diſtin##40n and Unity of \Subſtanite i 
the Deity as can help us to form any Notfon'of 'a 
Trinity in Unity, and defend it from tht Charge of 
Contradittion and Impoſſibility when'we have done: 

- - From his own Experience he" tells us, 
P-325. that when we reduce our Thoughts 5f 
the Trinity into Terms of Art, we find our Minas 

; ; C onfouns 
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confounded and perplex'd,. and unable to form 
diſtin? and  eafie Ideas: . Nay, lt. of | as 
turn over our Minds as. ing as we pleaſe, _ * 16/330; 
and change Words and. Phraſes, we can, fi frond v0 
Iageas to anſwer any Wards Ye 7 Pa. ore: - And 
juſt fo it is with me u caſton; 

ever Terms I make. «rg of to Ce the: Tri 
nity in,.1 am ftill as far from comprehending 
it as I was. before.. . 

But . tho” our, Experience be the” fame, our 
Condud I perceive is different: . For the Dean 
undertakes to. > Sire us 2 Very jp 
Account of a Trinity in Uni it 925% 
ſeems to. him that he, has p <uprr pI P. 357. 
that he has. ſhewn us a atural demon-. P+ 331: 
fration of..4 7 rinzty, aud made the. Ge-. 
neration of the Werd, Whole. of. Whele, wes cone 
ceivable ; So that, upon the Concly Mien, of the 
Marter., be. is perſuaded, chas,. by. vertue 
of his. largely Explazning; his 1dea | 
Trinity in Unity, we have got. an les f p. 387; 
it too,. that-wery Idea which he has explained : 
Viz. One Abſolute Divinity, with Two. Eternal, 
Eſſential Proceſſions in the Unity. and Identity of 
Natare: The Eſſential Father , Self-originated 
Mind, with his Eternal Word, his Eternal Sog, 
and the Eternal Spirit of Father and Son. And 
now he.chinks be has throughly and _ 
cfleQually done what he pretended to — 
in his Fich Vindication; and made his 
Acrown of the Trinity as Plain and Intelligible 

as 
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as the Notion of wed God, or of One Perſon in 
the Gedhead. And he. ſcems to haye relyed 


yery much upon his awn Nateral Sentiments in 
: a bi rformance ; For he will allow no o- 
*Account. of the Trinity but” this to-be 


OY becauſe thar is the only Account 
pi 395-1 Fly Matter he can OE. *Tis 
plain” js Three Perſons of the muſt 


be Three Infinite Minds and Spirits, be- 
oy = cauſe it 1s impoſſible for bim 10 form any 
other Notion of it. If you talk of Modes of 
Subſiftence that will never Explain the 
P-348. Marter, becauſe he 9500 co ea qa 


ftand it ; it is beyond bis Philſophy > 3. hat 
take his ccount of che Deddrins of Relations, 
'tis impoſſible. .rghth ro underſtand what the 
Schools, Or. an) cife, reach abous a Trinity 
in Unity: : Wem Wo ns Nat ab-gt i Demons 
| feaiin of, the Taſe ion of Fa- 
P-32% Ther and Son, by 4 inf. - Bet; conſcious 
Life and' Sen eps, becauſe there is. 70 other 
Notion poſſble that we can form of the Mutual 
'  "In-Being of Pather and Son: If we 
At would VE 4 'Y enfible Notion of 4 Trini- 
ty in Unity, tis ablolately = #y to conſult his 
10 ape * Relations. 4y/ ch 4a» Injel- 
ipible Notion of 4 T1 Ein Wy Pity, as he has 
oven us, ſhould not be entettai q for want 
of Of Cufficicpt Authority from Scripture for . it, 
Scri ipeyre muſt be Expounded to it ;. For char 


mo certainly 1 iS 4 Self-evident Propoſition, that 
Scripture 


m—_—_— a 
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Scripture cannot contradidF a nataral Demonſtras 
. * Honand ſenſible Notion of « Trinity. Ht, [, 
6.7L od nk OE are applied ro Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt, ih. Scripture, muſt. fignifie 
Three as real diſtint# Parfon, when bf. ied 
there as theſe words fignife -in conmhoul Speech ; 
For, if we don't allow this, then he who {peaks 
and he to whom he ſpcaks, and he who. is ſpoken 
of, muſt be one and the Perſon, which 
would be ſach perverſeneſs and dereit 43 dors wet 
become God: And Thret in the Godhead, who 
are 4s real diſtin# Perſons as theſs words, 7, 
He, and another can make Three to be in com 
mon- ſpeech, are, and muſt} be, by the Dean's 
Hypotheſis, Three Infinite., Minds, Spirits, &6: 
From which Argument it is manifeRt, that the 
Dean's Nations. Ideas. . and... Ex TOvs of a 
T rinity in Unrion, muſt be Z7zte 6 £ and Or- 
thodox, and no other, or elſe we muſt be for- 


ced to charge God Almighty with ſuch things 
as ic is not fit Gn 


ro repeat: . TXT 
This is the Deans way of Managing the Cone 
troverfie fog Trenity : But for my part, not- 
wb ing all the paigs. be has begn ar to 
enlighten ae, I. cannot yer form any. ſenſible 
Notiey, 'or be ledjiuto 4 nuturd nope { 
a Trinity in Unity. The Lagree with, * 55% 
him in all. his former Experiences, I have not 
the fame! feeling he has of a Mind, -hoy2 
Word, and Spirit ; atid therefore I haye © 
not yet been taught by the natural Notion od 
7 
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a 256, Tdea;of « Mind, nor does my natural 
'*. . Reaſon ſtrongly infer, that there is ſuch 
a" Diſtinction in the Trinity , as thar fignitied 
by Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, Etrynal Mind, 
9rd, and Spirit. - And being very well con- 
tent wich this my Tgagtance, I don't think ic 
proper to make. any other uſe -of-:rhy; natural 
Sentiments upon elec. cf the Trinity; bur 
to'fave my.felf and others the fruitleſs 'and 
uncaſie trouble of looking further than' we can 
fee, 'by-proving as'evidently as I can, that no 
more is*to be conceived of this Myſtery than 
what 'ts+in' Scripturs--Plainly revealed to us ; 
: + - and that, if God thinks fit to reveal 
37. ſuch things to us as we have no Tdras of, 
Fe are concerned. and obliged Fe fee thin } ' ag 
,., | theDean urges in the ame Pape, where 
—_ he @ s. We have an Iles : 'Trinity in 
Unty * 1 to 'nor- peeregd to. be -fute from 
Principles of natural Reaſon, that Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt muſt. be Three Infinite Minds, 
becauſe 4 are diſtinguiſhed, in Scripture by 


© Perſonal. Pronouns in the fame manner 
& el : as Three Men are, as the Dean argues; 

' . Foraſmuch as it is-'poſlible «hat;che 
Perſonal Pronouns uſed in Scripture nity be'ap- 
plyed to: Father, Son, and: Holy Ghoſt; in ſome 
other Senſe than that. of Three" Infinite- Minas, 
without our charging God fooliſbly * This, Lay, 


ſeems very poſlible ro me, becauſe Fab for; 


and Z7vly/Ghoſt are not," (as the Dean _ . 
himſelfallows) Three -Perſons as Three , Y "+4 
Men are Three Perſons, and Three and © , 
One in God do - not ſrenifre what they ao in Crea- 
tures  T durſt net rely thus far upon'my nats- 
ral Semtiments -when I writ the Confiderations ; 
and I am-under the ſame Caurion and Reſerye 
now :. for I am more fally conyinced* 

than ever I was, that what'the Dean . © 58. 
aſſerts is' very true; that. Nataral Reaſon is 4 
very bad and a very 'dangerons Expoſitor of. _e i 
ture in. Supernatural Myſteries, and. neither has 
any Authority nor gives'\any Light in theſe Mat- 
Fers. «5x51 | 


_ Now the. Caſe being thus as I have repre- 
ſented ir; -F think” Taiay iakt'upor me to lay, 
that the Dean has no. good Ground 2o-accule 
me” of - placing,coo much'/Truſt "ih 'my. own 
Natural Sentiments, and not giving a due Pre- 
ference to Scriptere, . Anda few-of the like 
Remarks will ſerye to make ir appear, that my 
Repard for the” Fathers ach as he could 
nor poflibly 'find fault with. EN 

For," if there is not one of all the No- 

t1ral Repreſentations which are made by the * 333 
Catholick' Eathers of the Trinity, but what Lites 
rally and Philoſophically applied, would furniſh 
out | ſome new Herefre ; if that Great Man © * 
S. Auſtin Pe miſs d the true Notion. ®©*” 
"after he had happily ſtarted it ; and the other 


Fathers 
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| Fathers 'may he preſum'd liable to rhe ſame 


Deviations; *if there can be no other Catholick 

Senſe mal of what the Fathers'ſo univers 
2-303" \\ fafly reach ,"- that there is in the Trinity 
wha Subſtatitia,” #-mt unus Subſiſtens , but 
oily that" Which the Dean gives us: "if, I ſay, 
Matters ſt#nd thus with the- Fathers; as the 
Dean aſſures us they do ; ' and *tis plain, that 
never ary "body before” him- expoutided- rhe 
Catholick Dottrime of tht Trinitfas he has done; 
what reaſdn could' he poſſibly -haye ro blame 
me, for not HT the Fathtrs for a true 
Notion of a Trinity, © When he knew very well 
what danger there was of being miſtaken, 
withour his particular guidance? 

And indeed' his afſiftance in anderſtanding 
the Fathers wes abfoturety neeeffary; co cna- 
ble:me'to forin a we Catholith Notion of the 
Trinity for their Writings, and to ſpeak itt 


 relligibly about it: for had'T ventured alone, 


without fuch a Guide, and found, ' as I per- 
ceive by him 1 muſt, that the Fathers were can 
-tiows in calling the Three Divine Pey« 
nc ſons, Three Natures, or Eſſences, or Sub« 
ſtances , 1 ſhould hatdly have untderrobk ro 
prove; [that what they called a Divine 
Perſon, is, notwithſtanding their being 
Ins: Cavtions of Taying it", the Divine 
" ſence, Natuvt and Subſtance, and #othing 
elſe, and that they certainly mex”t (o. Bur, 
had I never in all my reading met —_—_ 
uc 


P. 2604 


* 
x 
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ſuch Expreſſions uſed by the Fathers as Three 
Minds, ot Three Spirits, diſtinguiſſied by Three 
Self-confciouſneſſes, and inf. irably wnited in Ont 
Mind by pr, wh ra I could never baye 
prevailed with my ſelf ro have flarted: theſe 
new Terms upon aSubjec thar. I. was {ure could 
receive no further . light by them, when they 
might probably furniſh out ſome new Zerefie tQ 
ſ{uch as would be apt to apply them. Literally and 
Philoſophically ; much leſs thould I have called 
in the Fathers ro witneſs that they muſt mean 
thus, tho' they induſtriouſly avoiding ſpeak- 
ing ſo, for ſuch. Reaſons as ought to have 
weighed with Me,as much as with Them. Nei- 
ther ſhould I have called the. Carholick Form 
of One Subſtance and Three Hypoſtaſes, a _ 
Secondary Notion -of a Trinity-in Unity, . P. 39% 
which we can form no diſtint Idea of ; and 
this, in order to ſubſtiture my own new Ac- 
count of the Doctrine, as an intelligible bs 
Notion of a Trinity in Unity; not like * = 
the other, which was made only to-fe- 14;2. 
cure the. Catholick Faith againſt the Sa- 
bellian and Arian Herefie , but ſuch as would 
" into the whole Secret of the Myſtery 
it ſelf. me | 
' _ Nay further, I have fucha Veneration fot 
Catholick and Apoſtolick Tradition, that I do not 
only think i it. and reafonable to Expound _ . 
Scripture as the Catholick Faith and Cas * ** 
thelick Fathers Expownd it; when the words of 
D | Seriptare 
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Scriptere will naturally and eafily. admit that. fenſe, 
which is all the Deference I can find that the 
Dea adviſes-to:be:paid chem; Bur, if ſome 
Paſſages iof \Scriptare: did not now ſeem to mc 
to. bear - that: Zradlitionary Explication of them 
which: had-conſtaatly.ahd univerſally. prevail» 
ed from'rheApoſtles days, ſhould; notwith- 
Randing; think: my ſelf: obliged ro :;acquieſce 
in it, without it manifeſtly appeared: ro co 
tradi the plain. Words and: Defiga of Scrip« 
ture ; and 1 ſhould be vety diſtruſtful of my 
Judgment of a. Contradidtion-upon ſach an 
Occaſion. And therefore the Dean- has no 
cauſe at all to charge me with rejetZing: 4:7 14- 

-,'. . ditiovary Faith, and venturing to Ex+ 
P-35*  podnd Scripture by my nataral Sentimints ; 
when Iam fully-perſuaded,..and pethaps mare 
than the Dean 1s, that this is.a very = Rsle 
in Matters of pure- Revelation, . of which metr 
natural Reaſon is no competent: judge. 

48 = | 


'Fhus have I Anſwered all the | Articles of 
the Dean's Charge againſt me ; and-the:greater 
Ifind'it to. be, the more 1 am: at-ailofs toiknow 
what: Provocation it was grounded upon. 

When the Dean's Firit . / indication of. the 
Trinity came: out, I read it over- with all-the 
willingneſs to like ir that a long reſpet-:for 
ſeveral of. his other Writings had given me ;- 
bur afterwards, when I ſer to conkfider that-Sub- 
jeQ-more cloſely my (elf, 1 found ty" ' 


concerning the Tx 1 4 £7) ot 


bliged: to differ from him in his nianner; of 
Treatipg thar Argument; 4tid I could not/help 
being ſenſible of the great Inconveniences it 
was liable to, before any 'body had expoſed 
wn to publick” view; '{o that [:was norled, 
ut-only. confirmed in my Judgmens.by thoſe | 
orvy' Learned and Reviond An{wers that were 
made ro the Dean's Book. In the Comfidert» 
140ns which: were writ before; add! publiſhed 
afterwards; for the Reaſons mentioned jn-the 
Preface to them;I had no thoughts ei er be 
poſing, or finding. fault with any 
| n's Notions: '' *Fwas'Fruth; a — 
tion only I ſought after; and rhetefore my Re- 
Heftions'were all General, and armed at 7 hin % 
not- Perſons, * If my Notions differ from 
s; or fell-inwith orher Mens, 'owas ——_ 
[\cvuld | help; and more than” I fortfavy 
when dbogen'<o write. I was very forry it (© 
happened, that his Notions were'nbr:the fame 
with mine; and I was glad to find > mine 
ced with "thoſe. of Ry a: 
| as have a Frags Ao the 
Subjef. And a5 for any. other private Defign 
or Motive of writing the Confiderations,' I ami 
nor it rhe-leaſt confejous ro my felf of it; 
Sinc2 therefore- the Dean's Quarrel to me 
ſeems. ro; hays mo other Foundation but ' my 
—_—_ _ Sentiments from lrim; and 
ww e them co the World when 
[hag tom <a. 
ite 
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ſite to ſay ſomething. by. way. of Excyſe for 
my'{uppoſed-Preſumption in this Matter. 


TV. Foutthly.and Laſtly then- I ſhall offer 
ſome Reaſons why-I. think the Dean's way of 
Managing. the: Controverſte. of the Trinity is not 
the moſt Expedient. : 

1 do not here. intend to enter into the Con- 
troverſie-again, .and ſhew. how dangerous and 
ill-egrounded -an Zpothets the Dean's is, by 
examining- all the Parts and; Conſequences of 
it-; this has been «nanſmerably done already by 
a better Hand, Wwith.all the Juſtneſs and force 
of Reaſoning imaginable.  . My buſineſs is only 
to Defend my {elf ; and: therefore I ſhall move 
no further, _in-a-Macer,..I.chink. Ill begun þy 
the Dean. ar firſt, and now unwarrantably ptir- 
fued, than'to give him ſome . fhort Account 


why I think ſo. 


. In: the Firſt place then I cannot judge it Ex- 
pedient to. uſe ſo rag New Terms as the Dean 
does to Explain the Trinity, when it cannot-be 
rendrea clearer to us by; any of them than it 
was made before by the E/tabliſhed Forms of 
Expreſlion. 

In, his former Diſcourſes upon the 7r;nity he 
calls the 7hzee Perſons in the Godhead TZhree 
Minas, Three Spirits, Three Subſtances, Eſſences , 
and. Natares ; to theſe Expreſlions he adds "rn 

3 
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his Laſt Book, * Three Selfs, Three TF's, 
|| Three Singulars, * Three Sames, Three (Pt 
Wholes, One Abſolute Divinity, with © +p. 32. 
Two Internal Proceſſons, &c. * The U-, 373 
nity of the Three Perſons is repreſents” 'F 


ed ſometimes'as a Sprcifick Saumtniſs und Vni- 
ty; ſfomerimes as a Natwral and Pffey:"* _ 
tial Unity, whereby a Common” Nature © :: 


_ 


is One-in Truth and Reality, not 'in Notion only, 
as a Species is; Which Natural Unity'is faid 
afterwards to be a Numericdt Onity,” 1; 
and 75 One in Number, but does" mot" 
fienifie' a Singular Nataye as it does in; Creatures. 
In another place, the Unity of the" Dis © 
vine Nature is neither a Unity of BYjſe" \ PN 


gulart , nor a Sprtifict Unity of "Nature, but 
rs ſome reſemblane: and ana 


" 
«> 


t r# beth; and 
preſeatly after he affirms, that alf the 
names of a Specifick Sameneſs and Unitty * ' ©” 
do in a more perfett and excellent manner belong 
to the An 7 and Unity of the Divine Nature, 
ſubfiſting in Father, Son, and Holy'Ghoſt, than 
to the Samen:(s of the Human Natare, as Peter, 
Fames, and John. And ſeveral other ſuch like 
Accounts has the Dean given us of rhe Unity 
of God, and the Diſtinftions of the Perſons in 
the Godhead. Bur, ſince 'tis evident to any Man 
that tries his Faculties this way, that none of 
all theſe Expreſſions advance his knowledge 
of the 7rinity one ſtep further than the Srrip+ 
tur;- Language of One God, who is Father, Son, 
on and 
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and Holy Ghoſt, ar the; Ecelefiaſtical, Forma of 
Ones Diving, Ngture and Three Terſons l carr 

ref 6 og purpoſe 15 it.to, amu 
new; uginſtruNtiye Io $2 
«the, Nean. freely \4cknanedges, 
+ Three Perfqns in.the Gar head 
s call: 4 Three. Infinite Mids and 
wy thoſe Texas. of 


. "ul | 
po 


cannot jv vg 
p/n Az and, he thig 
ze Minds may with 


bſtgnces and 
209d 176/pn _ vt alane ;; ute are. rhey inliſted 


upon-again, and .New Books, as, We as New 
Terms, — for their, thei Jullfcaſe 'F 


his awn canfeſlion, . very duficntt 
oy "y ho 1 the, Fierefigs of bok 


T5 


hes. 7 hxee ta call Father, Sor, 4#1 Hely 
Exr 
us, 
the fore re 


7 Na 44; 
fark not by. what Names t6; call it.. inks who 
"hou welt critically examin:4 the Force of 
4s, fivd them «ll, My foms: fe Jou 


pr. .ather, zetivg or improper. for this purpoſe, 
Thus he is very ſenſible of, eel x there- 


pj dove prof ok, he can ſee.;nq 

ey why we muſt find out 3 common 
Xi forthe. Three in the blelſed. . Trinity, 
* when the Scripture has given ys no Common 
* Name; for Thee s Nha leſs why we Ton 


* diſpute y about the Fraprietg, fg d. 
on ra hazard the e Cacholick 


p Us of, 
* Faith, at Jeaſt the Honour: and Repuratian 


'of it, together with the Peace of the as, 


concernns' the TxInait Y, * 59 | 


*If I am asked (fays he) not only who, bur 
* what the Three in the Ever-blefled* Trinity 
*are? I know no better Anfyerto make than 
* what the Scripture has taught me, thar they 
* are God the Father, God the Son,"\and'God the 
* Holy Ghoſt ; which ſigmifie all rhat eari be cx- 
* preſſed by any Artificial and Unſetiprural 
* Words; is an Anſwer liable ro no-Exceptions 
© or Miſrepreſentations, ' and in which'all muſt 
* agree who believe'a” Trinity ; arid it ſhames 
* and filences all thoſe Diſputes Which are of- 
* ten_ occaſioned by other Words, 'tho" ney-r 

* ſo wiſely and reaſonably choſen, 7 bh” 

And ch | 


nd this is my very Reaſon' why T could 
never approye of rhe Expediency of the Dean's 
way of Vindicatiny and Explaining the Dottrine . 
of the 'T -— Which! aft 'norablerto expreſs 
more fully than he has done. oo bo 


Bur, beſides thar ' all rhe New Terms an 
Forms'of Exprefijon uſed by the'Demncomvey 
20 New [dtas to us, nor carry 'our Knowledpe 
of the 7rinity any further rhatt the Striprure- 
Language and the Eeclefiaſtical Terms now in 
uſe do; as the Dean has, in ſundry'places of 
his Book very fatisfaQtorily' made out : Be 
ſides this, 1 lay, the Inexpediency of the Dean's 
Method of Yindicating the Dottrine of the Tris 
nity ſeems very plain ro me upon another Ac» 
count; and that is, Becauſe the Defence of 
the New Terms he = ſtarted mgapes him 

2 4 in 
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in a great \thany Philoſophical Niceties, and 
Diſtinctions,” that'are very liable to a' wrong 
ConſtruRion,” and'adminiſter occafion to He- 
''teticks and Profane 'Men to expoſe the 'Do- 
drine'of the. 'Frinity, and to'weak Chriſtians 
to''donbebFit ; As will caftly appear by a few 
Inſtances®'** | 
The* Thing: which the Dean afferted 'and 
endeayourediro prove in his Firſt Vindication 
' ©" of the Dottrine of *the Trinity was,” That 
908 the Three Perſons in the* Trinity) ave as 
=  Diftin&# as Three Men are. "Phis'put 
him upon-ufing thoſe Phraſes of 7hree Winds, 
Spirits, &c.' then ; and this has ſince- put him 
upori / looking out for ſeyeral ways of Recon- 
«cling ſuch a Diſtintion as' this with the Unity 
of "Gerd. 'P er tris E- k ke thinks 
he has ſolved the Matter by ſhewing, 
Fon by He Divine Perſons are 7»- 
' ſeparably United: Burt this Argument 
does not ſeem to me to have Force oo 
ro defend ' his' Notion of a Trinity 'from' the 
Charge of 7ritheiſm. For if Three compleat in- 
dividual*Minds which are cloſely and intimately 
United by God, and may beſuppoſed'ro be for 
everſo United, are, as theDean allows, as much 
Three compleat individual Minds ſtill ; as'they 
were before they were thus United, eyery bo- 
dy will not be able to ſee, why Three \Zaftnite 
Minds inſeparably United, may not be as much 
Three compleat individual Minas, as Three Finite 
SE EE Minas, 


Pr. $t4t, 
P- 301. 
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Minds, 'ſeparably United are. If the Union'be 
as cloſe:and.intimate_in the'one Caſe as in rhe 
other, (as. there! is nothing. alledged in this 
Argument to the contrary Vit will not-be cafie 
to; perceive, how the Manner, or Duration of 
the Union: ſhould alter any' thing-ivthe Di- 
ſtinQion.. But Three Divine ' Natures; .. - i 
the': ſpetifically..and perfettly. alike, the 1 79% 
Dean owns, world unavoidablyibe.:Three' Gods ; 
And I.think *ris very plain,” that if 7hree. Dj- 
wine.Natgres.could poſſibly be, or be conceived, 
we muſt conſider themas Naturally, Eſſentially, 
and »ſeparakly United and therefore] am nor 
ſatisfied, that, ſuch an inſeparable Union of Fhree. 
Infinite Minds is ſaſficient to. prove. them not 
to be, Zhree Gods, .. + \\ 44 

- Andas the Dean's Notion. of..an Zaſeparabl: 
Union does not come. up to. the-Proof he in« 
tended, it for, ſo /neither are: his: DiſtinRtions 
of Abfolute,. Perſonal, and' Relative,” which run 
through, all his Defences, ſufficient, co juſtific 
his Doctrine from the Imputation: he wards 
again(t, 1 ic, * 

' For if he does mean Three Minas, Spirits, 
Subſtances, Natures, and Eſſences in a Perſonal 
and not an Abſolute Senſe, as he often tells us 
he does, yet he takes care at other times to 
let. us know, that Perſon is. not a Rela- 
tive Term; That 4 Perſon, as a Perſon, is BP 
Eſſence and Subſtance; That a. Divine 27m 
Perſon is the Divine Eſſence, Subſtance 7% 


and 
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and ovate, and nothing elſe; And if he tells us 
5 withal, "that the Father, Son, and Holy 

& Ghoſt are each of them Eſſence, Subſtance, 


a 12g: in the mf ts and abſolute Senſe 
theſe Terms Any Son that lays all Go 
x Gay r 


56M be apt to conclude, that 

Three FS ro inds, Natures, Subſtances, &c. 

mean as much as Thee Atſelute Minds, Na- 
tures) Subſtances, &c. do. 

S$o-in'like matiner, tho' he ſhould call rhe 

Three Perſoris in the Godhead Three Relative 

"Minds or Subftazces of, if that ſhould 

379- ., 'not be io proper, One Abſolute Sub- 

farce and 17, wo Relative Subpancer; Yer if this 


be only an Arbitrery Di ind#ion, and he does not 
difference between Three Sub- 


Rane, Subſtances | 
ir is he plainly intimates ; what adyan- 
tage will it be to his whole Account of the Mart- 
©" ter to.reſalve it into the diſtinfFion bes 
37% tween Abſolute and qr which he 
_._ lays'o much fireſs 
cat many other Pa mars there -are 
thro! ge the Dean's Laft Book, which are 
. SIN y liable to Heretical Senſes; But, my © 
aſa being only to D *nd and nor 
Anjwer, | ſe to ſay no more than will juſt 
vindicate me for departing from the Dean's 
way of writing concerning the Triniry : Nor 
would I be thought to infer from whar I have 


been forced to ſay, that the: Dean really in- 
tended 


A 
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rended or deſi = 3p to eſtabliſh 77ithciſm or 


T 


any other alln inion in the Caſe 
is, That {New H hefis offering it ſelf ro 
his Thoughts, the Satisfaction. that immedi- 

arely: flowed in upon h Hy tight probably hin- 
der him from clog. tot d of: if Na {o 
ir was. p wit hout any, appreh 10n of 
the Coven it was aitcnded ith: Af- 


rerwards, an cager defire of maini ining the 
Tayention pr Heoginced us abundance of new and 
ſtrange Plutc ophy,. and a ag many differen. 
Methods 'of im proper Speak ng: WY Which was 
PIF't Aly uiayoltable upon a Ha @ where ng 
eg ety uſefuf of = en Lan- 
guage, es Like th he li LO. « | 
| Dean' S. fl 


chought. i 


for} It: 11 nes ha 


1 


ood "concerning Se on KVR peſs 2 
conſciouſneſs, &. might have be ten out of 
A Moral Eſſay. pes: the Sopt o 2/7 writs 
ten originally in Frenc th : Author 
of thac Diſcourſe has the ſame wa ay Die. 
Luiſhing and Uniting Minds as the CH, 

Bur then he makes 7wo Minds United by Mutual- 
conſcion ea to be but One Perſon, which feems 


ro-overthrow the Dean's whole Hyr theſis, 4 


and conſequently to acquit him fol | row- 


ing it from thence. But whether the Dean had 


his Notions from this, or any other Author, or”, 


nor, 


_ 
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, 7 


- 


were Eſtabliſhed 1n the Cathelick Church ; with 
what difficulty the Nicene Fathers were firſt pre- 
yailed upon to uſe any;, and hoy ſtrialy and 
Religiouſly all particular Churches have ſtuck 
to thoſe Ancient | Determinations : And #7zs 
Majeſty's Tnjunitions are a late Inſtance how ne» 
fy the Governours of our Engliſh Church 
think it at' preſent, that no private Perſons 
ſhould take the liberty of departing from the 
Publick received Forms of (peaking upon ſuch 
Points as the 7rinity and 7ncarnation. Upon 

which 
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which Grounds I cannot imagine bur the ſtart- 
ing New Terms and Notions, and multiplying 
more and newer in defence of them. muſt be 
inconſiſtent with that deference we owe. to 
Ancient, and Preſent Authority ; if the Underta- 
king was only uſeleſs, and would not hazard 
the Peace of the Church, as very likely it 
would. And therefore I cannot approve the 
Dean's attempt, of Explaining the Trinity by 
New Terms of Expreſſion, becaule it ſecms to me 
wholly unſuitable to the Condu and Deſign 
of the Fathers and Governours of the Catho- 
lick Church in all Ages ; which was keeping 
as cloſe to Scripture as they could, uſing but 
few other Terms, and thole very conſtantly ; 
and not for Explication, but only to ſecure the 
True' Faith. from Falſe and Hexrcrical Interpre- 
tations, and to preſerve Peace among Chick 
ſtians. . And as the Deſign it (ﬆlf, fo likewiſe 
the Manner in which the Dean propoſes it has 
not all thoſe marks of Reſpet which I think 
are due to Authority : For he is not content 
to offer his New Scheme as a thing that mighr 
probably help to ſettle ſome weak Chriſtians 
in their belief of a 77inity, or to Anſwer ſome 
Objections of a Cavelling Philoſophical Adyer- 
fary.;. but as ſuch « Form of Sound DotFrine, as 
all Chriſtians are ar their utmoſt peril obliged 
to embrace and hold faſt. - It will not ſerve our 
turn to ſubſcribe to the Church-Terms, or to 
follow the Fathers Account of them. To ſay, 


That 
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4 _ - Thar: Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt are 
FO Three Perſots, and not Three «Infinite 
Pr. Stat. Minds and Spirits, #s Herefie and Non- 
® 33%. ifenſer; | AS-for the Father's Notion of 

_ One Swbftanct and' Three Hypoſtaſes, thire's no 

Pata ito be-formed of it; and their reg: ondps 

Egcs n0:Catholick Senſe can be made of ; without 
\ . © ©»: his Expoſittioh'be taken 5 We muſt 
37> ,aehis Account of the” Trinity 
the Rule of. our Speaking," if we would fit our 

i | Words to the Ngrart of Things { every 
P 3%  bodyelſe nuſt grow out of: concert 
with their own Philoſophy 3 and they: will- ſee 

7 R:afon to do fo, ſince there is $8 4c+ 
P-3IS | count of the Matter tb\ be undevftiod 
bur his. 'Thus/are we put under a neceffiry of 
uſing the ſame way of Speaking-he-las done, 
and ho: other: Terms whatfover, or of ' under- 
going” the'cenfiire of Ferefte and Nonſenſe. (Tf 

2 learned\diftinQ Writer, who had beet always: 

uſed ro great niceneſs'and exaQnefſs of Speetty, 

ſhould be {> cautious of explaining the Three 
in the Godhead as'to call then ohly 

P73 Three Somewhats, for warit of a 'niors 

determined Name to give towhat he thi 

Inexplicable ; He muſt fay further, that: 

are'7hree Minds, ot elſe the VW3t of Man ca#t 

ſecare him 'from Sabellianiſm. WhetiT- came te 
conſider this Matter, I did not think fit touſe 

any Name at all for the Three in the -Triniry 5 

forthe Dean's Reaſon before mentioned, 2 
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cauſe we having nothing in Nature like this, 1 
did” mt know by what Name to call it ; 
and I-was fo far of his Opinion inithe '*'* 
Maiter,' as to belieye "thar/ chere»might be a 
dembnftration, that there can be no Common Name 
for theſe: Three, Bur for all thar;«becaule 1 did 
not ſay, they . were Three» Minds, Spirits, Sub- 
ſtances, &c. I am made:aiSabellian, tho' I exp 
preſſed my elf as fully as I-could-in a Nega- 
tive manner againſt that Hereſie: And, Icon- 
teſs; do not-think-it properto ule any Poſitiye 
Terms but what the Scriprare and the Church 
haye ufed;- and I do not. think they ſhould 
be: Explained any other way than Negatively. 
. When: the: Dean. can get it Eſtabliſhed in 
the \Catholick Gharch, that there: are 
Three-Difimth Infinite Minds, Spinits and. v3 
Subſtances in the Godhiad, yet fo as:to! be indivie 
frbly and\infeparably One Infinite Subſtance, Mind, 
and: $pirit;- that! is,; {o as not to:be Three Zu- 
fnite Subſtances, 'Minds and Spirits 3; the Ortho- 
doxy.of the Phraſe.might nor: perhaps be ſeru- 
pled, if- the Impropriety of it--could be di- 
{peas'd with: But.ſince the Catholick Eccle- 
' ſigſtical Form of: One God and 7hree Perſons, has 
continued ſo long among us;and is (till.rhe fixt 
way:of.Spcaking; ſince the Dean's Hypotheſis 
was unknown to the Fathers,. or. cattiouſly a- 
voided: by therh ; ſince, after his publication 
of it, it: has been ſolemnly rejected by.a Grear 
and-Learned Uniyerſity, and none of our be 
(87 | ne 
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ned Biſhops and Doctors that have writ after 
him upon the Trinity have taken it up, but ſe- 
yeral of them have patticularly expreſſed their 
diſlike of it; fince by his own confeſſion it is 
liable to a Tritheiftick Senſe, and had better have 
&; been let alone; and, as he himſelf ob- 
ior ' ſeves, the Sabellian, Arian, and other 
Hereſies proceeded from a fear of Plurality of 
| Gods; ' And ſince we are, for many : weighty 
Reaſons, enjoyned by Authority to uſe no New 
Terms, I will neyer give my ſelf leave to ex- 
preſs my belief of the Trinity in' any words 
bur what I find in the ScyipFFre andiour Pub- 
lick Eeclefraſtical Terms; and I think my' ſelf 
obliged to Explain them no otherwiſe than' by 
a denial of all thoſe Zeretical Opinions which 
the Catholick Church hac conftantly refed, 
and made uſe of ſome unſcriptural Terms for 
no other end bur to declare her rejection of: 
So that ro any Man that asks me, what I mean 
by Three Perſons? I think it ſufficient toſay,thar 
1] do not mean Three Names, Offices, or | Relati- 
ons, Three Attributes or Parts of God; nor Three 
Infinite Minds, Spirits and Subſtances; nor One 
Infinite Uncreated Being, and Two Creatures ; but 
ſomething elſe, which is neither of all theſe, 
and whichI am not able to conceive or expreſs: 
And I believe there is ſome ſuch inconceivable 
Diſtiniion in the Godhead, conſiſtent with the 
Unity of God, and the proper Foundation 'of 
all thoſe Marks and Expreſſions of Diſtintion 
applicd 
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applied. it Scripture: to Father, Sem, and Holy 
Ghoſt, becauſe Lam petſuaded the Striprore has 
faid ſo; and 'neither Naterat ;Reaſov, nor Ce 
thalick: Tradition, contradict that Senſe I un- 
derſtand Scripture in upon this Arricle. | 


"Tlius have I finiſhed the uncafie Task the 
Dean ſet me ;: and I think I have {aid no more 
. than what was abſolutely necefiary to be ſaid 
in my own Defence, and a great deal les 
than, the Dean's Provocation gave me War- 
rant 'to ſay. I1haye heard much of the Un- 
fairneſs Men of Controverſie often treat ont 
another with, but I never thought there could 
be.ſo Rematkable an Inſtance of it ſhewn, -as 
the Dean has very ſenſibly convinced me there 
may;  'When 1. read his Anſiver w the Conf 
deratiens, | was amazed to find ſuch Meanings 
and, Conſequences drawn from thence, as 1 
was before an utter ſtranger to; and I was 
perfetUly ar a loſs ro determine whether I ever 
writ, or the Dean evet read that Diſcourſe : 
Burt his frequent quotation of my Words ha- 
ving ſatisfied me, that I was the Man the Dean 
aimed at, and that he had had the Patzerre ro 
read ſdauich of whartT had writ, as would (crve 
ſome End or Purpoſe he had in writing him- 
ſelf; I cannot yet account for his way of 
Treating me : 'Tis hard to imagine how 'twas 
poſſible for hini to = ns me ſo much 
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as he appears to have done ; and I dare not 


'give my ſelf leave to believe, thar raki 
right, he deſignedly miſrepreſented me. 


ing me 


Bur, 


whatever Principles the Dean went upon, I 
thought 'my* felt obliged not to imitate rhe 
Practiſe ; and therefore I have been very care- 
ful not to' charge him with any Meanings, 
Conſequences; or Deſigns'which he diſclaims ; 
and wherever I have uſed his-Words, 'T have 
done it in the Senſe they manifeſtly bear in 
the particular places cited, withour inferring 


from thence, that the Dean's ſertled 


Opinion 


-or Intention is what it appears to be there ; 


becauſe 'tis very certain, that in different 
of his Book he ſeems to be of adi 


laces 
ferent 


Judgment," and to haye contrary Views. For 
my part, all the RefleCtions I allow my ſelf to 
ak Dean's Whole m 


m TH | ent of 
the Controverſie he has been fo long eng 


aged 


in, are theſe :: That he undertook the Yindi- 
cation of the Trinity upon ſuch an Zhpothefis 
' as, (by his own acknowledgment ſince) was 
liable ro an #Heretical and Tritheiſtick Con- 


ſtruion ; That he has been very angry 


with 


thoſe that were at ſome pains to convince him 
it was ſo; ' That he has written two or three 
hundred Sheets to prove that the 7hree Perſons 
in the Trinity muſt be called Three Minds, Spi- 
rits, cc. when he owns himſelf now that there 
are no Terms better underſtood, and convey to 


our minds more diftind# Conceptions of the Three 


in 
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in the Godhead, than Father, - Sox, and Holy. 
Ghoſt; Thar, notwithſtanding his being very. 
fenſible that all poo nets fear, or 
impreper for- this..purpoſe 5 'He has t: Nine: 
Shoes in expoſing = [for wok lame 
thing , and upon' that ;ground. declining the 
uſe of his Terms ; Thar, tor rhis-very ;Reafon; 
only that F know- of, he has. Treated. me/in 
ſuch a manner as would juſtifie-ſeverer methods. 
of return: that T/have. takens: And that, if I 
bad” fot foind- fault ſo yery-cvuilly as of 


I had probably received much Civiler Uſage 
from the Dean - than he has been pleaſed to 
afford me... ON B's: 
"All this 1 think I haye yery.good Reafon 
toſay; andT am ſure I dothe Dean no.man- 
ner of injury by Ying ir;z-nor-only becaulc 
. *tis all yery true, but becaute -I. am firmly 
perſuaded every Sony os has read this Con- 
rroyerſie will make the ſame Judgment, with- 
out being diſpoſed to it by-whar I offer:: 

" Eam' very ſorry I am obliged. to. deliver 
my Thoughts thus publickly ; but the Dean 
has. faln upon me in ſuch:a manner as not to. 
leave me the liberty of negleting my own 
Defence. I am not ſo fooliſhly concerned for 
the reputation of Writing or Arguing well, as 
to -undertake a Vindication of my {elf upon 
any ſuch account; I could have been con- 
tent to haye received Correction for an im- 
proper or unwary may of expreſſing my ſelf 

2 


upon 
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upon a concertiing Point of Religion; And; 
am; willing 20: make great allowances for 'a, 
a-more than ordinary Zeal in a juſt rs weigh- 
ty Cauſe. ,: Had-1! no: other: ground of Com» 
x. dorng I ſhould not. have thought an Anſiver 
neceljary.;.; Bur.wbep my [Honeſty and Inte- 
grity axe cal#d an: que ucllion, rwould be a'Crime 
to be Silent. atid;not 10 Anſwer a falſe Charge 
of his -nature; would; be.to.make ic True! | 
:; Now geek 8 my-Caſe at- om Re cis 
+ . plaitnitg any one, thar.reads the Cour 
ng fidirations, that 1-do not mote it my 
1+»... hole: bulineſs there: te prove, that the 
Sabellian Notion of the Unity of God, or of One 
fingle, Peifan;: and of Thrie Names, Titles, Cha- 
raters, Bute al. MEN and Fans, is the 
trup Scri ; Was I 
fuch an, open, ſalad, 6 Cells TT e'Dean 
xeproſcnts me here, .be need! nog. naye xaken 
fo, much ;pains-to proye me ane, and 1 ſhould 
not he ſq, abſurd. as to: think” my felf injur'd. 
Bur-, that, which. I) chiefly complain 'of . now 
is. char rhe, Dean fuppoſes that-I am a' ſecret 
_-.., Sabellian;;. that 7 am:not ſo Frir and 
p:3 . \.1 Equal as 1 pretended 10 'be 5 "that I 
| 394; -- . have #ſed Art in palliative this Hes 
AIS- refie; that I have ſome Expreſſans 
7 which wenld betray' an unwary Reader 
I9l- _ te.belieue " rp err n bur; Ps he 
. has taker off the Diſzviſe; and diſco- 
3 guiſes 
"7 yered the Artifice. It does not ap- 


pear 
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pear ta. him that { beliewe one word concerni 
ey ee Y, God. ; BYeeBnane 1 bs * 
WS, omew art u oint that /ounds 
well, but 1 don't (peat Hoy ſo rhat the Reſuſtyf 
his whole Account of the Matter is, That 
the. Ceu r, by an 4rtt foray and- Diſhomſt 
WAY. Writing bs x Ng) in ſuch 
8 manuer,. that nes ame deft the 
and ing tht and id 7 ents s P: 30, 
very thing is peculiar ang. eſſential to Chri- 
Fiauty, na ra. which, and a great ma- 
ny other Þ the like nature, his Rea- 
Ex, Ars ups tq believe; that notwichſtan- 
ing and. undertake tq defend the 
Decrine, of. the . Trinity as it is profefsd now 
inthe Chyroh of Fuglend, and ſolemnly de- 
clare rhe {incerit! £4 of \m Tatentions in writiag 
upon the Sabje yer *do_mnobelizve &word 
of i but writs; artificial, with an exproſypur- 
and;defign is berray the-Trye' ick 
[lab an "ag 0 roduce- Sabe/lignifm,” This, 1 
lay, .1. the pla Shrign erence from, b 
Words, tho.,ar.the a ny timsT' muſt confe(, 
I do not helicye he x oy thinks ſo il of of-mec 


3s this comgs tg himſc in only thay. he 
urges Joe purely to drive me in- 
to. His lis, by engagaing me to. avoid 


the LI being reekon'd a Sabellian. 
Bur whatever . bis Aim >87 Intention in 
Writing was, . which 1 do nor take pon me 


peremptorily 't@ determine, he has made ir 
abſolutely 
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abſolutely neceſſary for me to Juſtifie my ſelf 


upon this Occaſion.; becauſe there's no fence 
againſt che*Effets. of his Inſinuation 


00, TOTS oo SF 
WF withour it.” Whether I was an open. 


122, Sabellian, or downright Sorinian (as' the 

** Dean ſometimes callsme) Imay ſafely 
leave to thoſe that read the Conſiderations to 
decide ; bur that T1 Was not. a {ecret- artifegiat 


Freretick, ruſt be ſhewn.in a Defence: For tho* 


my Words bear the ſame Senſe whether I write 
| again, or'no; and ſe Readers..are'as good 
eilz 


judges of that as my ſelf; yer,as tothe fincerity 
of my Deſign in wſng ack Words, lamthe only 
Perſon that know that; and therefore, if any 
body elfe queſtions, it,. and TI'am quiet under 
the Accuſation, 'nothing that 'T 'faid before 
would defend me from the Suſpicions 1 ſhould 
be expoſed ro trom my preſent Silence, ©  * 

This.it was, that put me under a neceſſity 
of offering theſe Papers to the World: For; as 
I neyer will give any' Man a juſt occaſion to 
ſulpet my Integrity, ſo will I never bear any 
Man's unjuſt ſuſpicion of it. Inall other reſpects 
rhe Dean, or any body clſe:may make as free 
with me as they pleale, at the expence of their 
own CharaQtr : Bur in this tender and impor. 
rant Point, I ſhall'always take care to do my 
ſelf Juſtice, where I have any apprehenfien of 
ſuffering by. my not doing it ; and I ſhall al- 
ways endeayour to be Juſt ro my ſelf, without 
being wanting in my Charity to others. 4 
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